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f G eorge th e Third * (lifFercd in some notable re - 
spects from Lis imm ediate predece ssors on the 
throne of Gi'cat Britoin and Irelaiii^ T hey w ere Ger- 
mans by birth, whereas he was the first English-bom 
king of the family chosen by Act of Parliament to 
reign over this couiitp'. They did not thoroughly 
understand ^ any* language but the German. His 
mother-tongue was En^ish, which he spoke with be- 
widering fluency, dJ^^'he was nearly as prolific, 
though'* not qu^ite so .clever a letter- writer as Horace 
Walpole. Their supreme enjoyments were hoarding 
money, caressing ill-favoured mistresses, and^Sving in 
Hanover. He never visited Hanover ; he never kept 
a'mistress ; though he lived frugally, yet he not 
greedy of ftioney, excepting for -the purposes of cor- 
ruption, the. debts thus incurred during his reign 
amounting to three million, three hundred and ninqjLy- 
eight thousand pounds. They submitted to the 
decisions of Parliament, and acted upon the advice 
of responsible ministers. His absorbing passion was 
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to exercise personal and i ndependent an^horily. They 
made no parade of religions sentiments. His piety 
rtfi oaientatious ; he was punSnu^ in his devotions, 
Bonsulting his archbishops as to tiie clothes ^he should 
wear wh^n taking the sacrament. In contrast to his 
predecessors, he was a pattern of conjugal fidelity , yet 
in one thing he was in thprougb accord with them ; he 
faithfully followed the^ worst tradition of his house by 
quarrelling with his. eldest son. 

It was announced, in the first speech George the Third 
addressed to Parliament, that he gloried in the name 
of Briton. He unifoimly professed himself proud to 
reign over a free country ; he loved to style himself the* 
father of his people, and to hear courtiers hail him, which 
they did with all the sincerity of their class, as the best 
of princes, while his perpetual endeavour was to govern 
his kingdom according to the dictates of his own will. 
When he could not attain his purpose by being candid 
and truthful, which was very seldom, he had recourse 
to deceit and falsehood. His first agf as a soyereigu 
was^to fl. lift' jand bisjsecond to cdS^and' 

his groo m to .do likewise. An .avowe^ worshipper* of 
the British Constitution, he scrup,ulou8l^ respected it in 
the spirit and the letter unless hp found if ne<ies8ary, 
which*^ js ver}’’ often, to disregard it in order to com- 
pass his deigns. Ohe of his rules of conduct tallied 
with the most flagitiorts of the maxim3.euuiiciated by 
Machiavelli, the mai(^m that a ruler might violate a 
pledge when the reasons which made him give it no 
longer prevailed,^ and when its bbservance would* 
operate to his detriment, and that this was justifiable 
because, men being deceitful, they wouI,d fail to keep 
frith with him, consequently he was not boinid tokeep 
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faith with them.* declared lover of peace on 
becoming king, he waged two ot the longest. bloodTest .' 
most wanton and bootless wars of modern times. 

IVhen a ^oung inonaren, He befielff mlh”*oxtreme 
concern and abhorrence the strife and struggles, the 
'foolish bickerings and endless rivalries of politicians, 
and, being imbued with Bolingbrokc’s Idea of a 
Patriot King,” he formed the project of restoring peace 
and liannony by* supplanting the dominant body with a 
faction Qomposed exjslusively of his own friends. To the 
loaders of the Whig party, by .whom George the Second 
had been splendidly served and the nation raised to a 
pinnacle of •glory, he was uniformly and unappeasably 
hostile. That, party had rendered his family the in- 
calculable service of elevating it to the tlirone, and 
had kept it there despite incessant plots, and 
more than one armed attempt of uncompromising 
Jacobites to depose, the Hanoverian dynasty and 
restore the Pretender. But the Whigs were as con- 
Isisten^ly opposed ^ the fevival and exercise of the old 
royal prerdg{fl;ive *as they were to the reinstatement 
of the House of^ Stuart^ wbilcf George the Third con- 
sidered it natural and fitting that the Stuarts •should 
be doomed tb laiiguish and die in exile, and that he 
bhould govern England as despotically as tbp^had 
done. He rallied round him ‘great nobles .oijd 
infliiential commpiisrs, who prided themselves upon sup- 
j)orting the most extravagant claiflis of the Crown, and 

who regarded with scorn and loatTiing the supremacy 

• 

• “ Non pu^ pertanto*uu eignoro prudonto, debbo ossorvare la 
fede, quando ttilo Obsoi\Anzia gli toiiii contio, o olio spuo spcntele 
cagioni cho la focero piomottero. IS so gli itbmini fussoro tutli buoni, 
quosto procotto non sarobbo buono ; ma porch^ bono tristi, e non 
rosseryebbero a to, 'tu auoora non Thai da osseryaro a loro*’*— 11 
^rindipe, Opoi^o ^ Machiavelli. Vol. iv. p. 3d7. 
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of Parliament. By appointing Jacobites to bigh office 
be gained them over to bis side ; tbey served bim tbe 
more unreservedly upon finding tbat be was as anxious 
to illustrate tbeir favourite doctrine of royal superiority 
as any 'Stuart wbo professed to bave a mission from 
Heaven to act tbe tyrant. Moreover, tbey bad tbe 
unspeakable satisfaction of observing tbe Wbigs, wbo 
bad laboured to found constitutional* government, fall 
into marked disfavour witH tbe sovereign, and^forced 
to relinquish tbeir power. Even t^ie Jacobite pountry 
squires wbo, according to Addison, maintained tbat 
there had been no fine weather since the Revolution, 
now cheerfully admitted that things bad changed for 
the better. . t < . 

In reality, tbe reign of George tbe Third *was 
a revolution. It was a revolution “accomplished witfi^- 
out the shedding of blood, yet it was accompanied 
with much tribulation, and was not effected without a 
vigorous resistance. Some of tbe warmest adherents 
of tbe House of Brunswick could . not brook tlu '■j 
it should reproduce the worst cbdract§ri^tics of the' 
House of Stuart ; tbat 'the forms of tbe Constitution, 
as estal)bshed at tbe Revolution, should be perverted 
to give efifcct to tbe chimeras of tnadmen or thej 
sopbiEms of knaves, to doctrines of l3ie prerogative as', 
monstrous and prejudicial as those propagated by Sij 
Robert Filmer and enforced by Lord Keeper Pinch. 
The ’substitution of royal Supremacy fpr •Constitu- 
tional Government was viewed by many loyal subjects 
of George tbe Third with tbe utmost dismay and dis- 
ttess. Tbeir disapprobation was expressed in countless 
sarcasms, and"in emplmtic phrases which were inter- 
preted as treasonable. Throughout the King’s entire 
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reign there was no la4k of protests and denunciations, 
but the discontent was manifested most vehemently 
during the opening portion of it. Among the earlier 
critics and opponents of the King’s policy, the most 
pointed and virulent, persistent and audaeitfus, the 
most sorely tried, and, in the end, the most successful, 
,wa3 John Wilkes, who had been High SheriflF* of 
Buckinghamshire in the reign of George the Second, 
who was Colonel of the Bucks regiment of militia, and 
who, aij a member pf the Whig party, represented the 
borough of Aylesbury in Parliament. 



ORIGIN .AND CAREER OF WTLKES. 


Leighton Buzzard ‘was tlie original abode of the 
Wilkes family. In the feigns of James the First and 
Charles the First, Edward Wilkes, the great-grandfather 
of the celebrated John, had three sons and one daughter 
bom to him there. The boys were ehfistened reflec- 
tively Matthew, Mark, and Luke, and the girl was 
christened Joan. Luke Wilkes became Chief Yeoman of 
the king's wardrobe ; he settled in London and married, 
leaving behind him a son, Israel. This Israel Wilkes 
followed the ilucrative trade of a distiller, amassc '; 
a considerable fortune, lived in an Apendve styl’e, antJ 
indulged in what was then accounted the extraordinary 
luxury^ of a coach-and-six. His wife was a Dissenter. 
Though a Churchman himself, yet he i^omctimes ac- 
epmpanied her to chapel, driving thither in his costly 
equipaj^e', thus parking his own tolerance and exciting 
the envy of his poorer neighbours. He had three sons 
and two daughters. . Israel, the eldc'st son, ^migrated 
to America, and settled in New York. The second*' 
son, John, being a lad of great promise, was destined 
for the profession of the law. ‘ Heaton, the youngest 
son, succeeded to his father’s distillery : fa i l in g in the 
trade of making spirits, he tried to retaieve his fortune 
by selling coal, and died a poor man. The elder 
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daughter, played in r|al life a part similar to that of 
Miss Havisham in Great Expectations, living con- 
tinually in a room from which daylight was shut out, 
and in which a lamp or candle w^as kept burning ; she 
^died at an early age. The younger daughter was 
twice married ; she lived for some years in the United 
States, and returned to England with a second 
husband. . 

Bom in London on the I7th of ' October, 1727, 
John ^V^ilkcs .was, first sent to Hertford, where 
he was taught the rudinjents of * learning, and 
then to a private school in Aylesbury,^ kept by the 
Eev. Mr. Leeson, a Presb 3 d;erian clergyman. This 
gentleman aft^twards accompanied him in the capacity 
of private tutor to the University of Leyden. A 
writer, apparently acquainted with the Wilkes family, 
gives as the reason why a Dutch university was pre- 
ferred to an Englisli one, chat the father “ was so much 
attached to revolution principles, that, in order to 
! escape from the. possible'contagion of a political stain, 

' tlie son w’ds hot allowed to complete his education at 
either of the English universities. He was therefore 
sent to Leyden to finish his studies in the /jountry 
which had given birtfi to William III.” * The Eev. 
Dr. Carlyle, whb was also a student at this ’Dutch 
.university, records that about twenty-two British 
students were there at this time, among *them were 
Charles •Tojmshend and Dowdeswell, both of - whom 
rose to be Chancellors of the I2cchequer. He says 
that Wilkes had an “ ugly countenance,” but in con- 
versation was a “ sprightly and entertaining fellow,” 
very fond of shining in convprsaHon, and had then a 

• Stephens’ Memoirs of J. Horne Tooke, vol. i. p. S9. 
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Bking for the Scotch.* At LeydeUi, Joha Wilkes learned 
ft good deal of Latin, a fair amount of Greek, to con* 
verse in French with facility, to love liberty, and to 
make a graceful bow. Before returning home he m£^e 
a tour ' through Holland, the Austrian Netherlands, 
and part of Germany, becoming acquainted in the 
course of his travels with young Englishmen of rank 
and wealth, who were making the grand tour, among 
others with the Duke of Grafton. 

Shortly after his return to Englij,nd he married, at 
the age of twenty-two, Mjss Mead, who was ten years 
his senior and an heiress. Mrs. Mead, an old and 
intimate friend of the family, had planned the match 
in concert with his father, pre^errmg to have rhis clever 
and accomplished young man for a son-in-law to any of 
the numerous suitors for her daughter’s liaiid and 
money, Miss Mead dutifully assented to this arrange- 
ment, and did so rather to gratify her mother than to 
please herself, while John Wilkes as dutifully acquiesced 
in a scheme Resigned by his fflud fathqj: to give him a 
rich wife. The married pair bad nofhin^iif common. 
They were as ill-assorted as any couj)lo whose sufier- 
ings ever moved a reader of romance, or who§e errors 
ever brought them into the Divorce Court. The 
lady.A^^ a rigid Dissenter; tlie gentleman was a 
professed member of the Church of England, regular 
in attondiifg church, <ind taking the pacrament To 
the end of his days ‘he continued a member of the 
Church ; he impressed on his daughter the importance 
of being a good churchwoman, and exemplary in 
hef behaviour. ^In a letter to her written from 
Brighton in 1776, in which he states that many of the 
* Autobiography of the Rev. Dr. Carlyle, p. 168. 
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fishermen there had become Methodists, he shows that 
his own attachment to the established religion, if 
sincere, was not very profound : — “ I remain, how- 
ever, sound in the faith, and will keep to my good 
orthodox mother, the Church of England, to the 
last moment of its legal establishment."* For many 
years Tie subscribed twelve guineas to a fund for 
supporting the civil and religious riglits of Dis- 
sentei‘8] from this hict and others, Mr. Almon, his 
biogi-apjitu*, dedpce^ the inference that Wilkes had no 
“bigoted or obstinate tenacity concerning religion.” 
His wife liked a quiet and retired life ; he enjoyed a 
life of bustle and gaiety. She was selfish and uii- 
cliarittible ; hg ,was self-indulgent and indilFereut to 
her. Later in life he tlius defined their relative posi- 
tions : — Tn my non-age, to please an indulgent father, 

T married a woman half as old again as myself ; of a 
large fortune, — my own being that of a gentleman. It 
wais a sacrifice to Plutus, not to Venus.” f 
^ For some tipie aftei? maniage, the j>air resided 
alternately* af Aylesbury and wdth Mrs. Mead in Eed 
Lion Court, liondon. ^'I’heir only child^ a daughter, 
was boi’v iu Mrs. Mead’s house. Wilkes, bocoming 
tired of living ‘with Cis mother-in-law% ,?.“emovcd to 
what wa5 then tile fiisfiionable locality of Great Geojge 
Street, Westminster. Here he entertained much good 
company composed of bad chara<jters, vexifig his wife 
^ by his e&travagance, and shocking her Avith llis ac- 
quaintances. Among his guests was Thomas Potter, 
son of the Archbishop of Canterbury, member for 
Aylesbury, the intimate friend of Pittf J and one of the 

• “ Letters to his Daughter,” toL i. p. 19. 

t Almou’s Memoirs of Wilkes, vol i. p. 22« 

t Tn a letter to hie nephew, dated the 7th of October, 1756, Pitt 
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notorious rakes of the day. Aifotker was Lord Sand- 
wich, the Rochester, minus the wit and the repentance, 
of the reign of George the Third. Sir Francis Dash- 
wood was another of his companions, a man who had 
the ingenuity to add a novelty to depravity, who as- 
pired to be the chief among profligates, and who loved 
nothing but vice. That men like these should hav^ 
been hateful to Mrs, Wilkes, is not wonderful. Yet 
her austerity of mind was exceeded •in intensity by 
her dislike to spend money. Her ^us^and might have 
continued to entertain hi§ disreputable, though fashion- 
able, friends, without forfeiting her regard; but she 
could not assent to his launching out into the extrava- 
gance of procuring a seat irC Parliament, • 

At the general election in 1754, Wilkes appeared as 
a candidate to represent Berwick-upon-Tweed, and ho 
told the electors, “ I come here uncorrupting, and I 
promise you I shall ever be uncorrupted. As I never 
will take a bribe, so I never will ofier one.” Similar 
protestations, and pledges have been .made by. other, 
candidates for seats in Parliament,' and *ol3ier unsuc- 
cessful candidates have exposed themselves to ‘the 
imputation which his friend Mr. Almo^ brings 
against hirp ; “ notwithstandmg Mr. Wilkes’s fine 
speetjh about virtue and 'pafriotisln, thi^ experi- 
ment cost him between three and four thousand 
pounds.”** His failure was not attributable eithea to 
parsimony or to lack* of daring. The Dolaval family^ 
was dominant in th*c borough, and many of their sup- 
porters resided in London. These eleeWs were sent, 
at the expense ^f the family, to record their votes, 

says, ‘*Mr. Potter is one of the best Mends I ^ye in the world. — 
Chatham Corre^ndencejTol* i. p. 172. 

* Almon’s Memoirs of Wilkes, vol. i. p. 27. 
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. and, out of economy, Were conveyed by Wilkes 
Inibed the master of the vessel in which they had 
embarked to land them on the coast of Norway, 
which was done, greatly to the surprise of the 
^ passengers, and to the extreme annoyance •of the 
Delaval family.* Moreover, he presented a petition 
jagainst the successful candidate on the ground of 

• 

after Wilkes returned to London, his wife and 
he agreed thal* if .they lived apart, they would live 
more happily; accordingly,/!, formal separation took 
place. He retained the custody of his infant daughter, 
whom hd'Teared with great good sense, whom he 
tenderly loved» and whoj in after years, repaid him 
with her undivided affection. A widower in aU but 
the name, he engaged with the zest and eagerness 
of a young and gidd)'' bachelor in the occupation, 
so fascinating to . foolish young men, , which is 
euphemistically called sowing wild oats. The first 
•.use he made pf^ his fteedom was to gndeavour to 
'become a’inbnk. * The order he desired ‘to join, and 
the* monastery^ in which he succeeded in passing 
his noviciate, had been instituted for the purpose of 
ridiculing fecred things, and making a. religion of 
blasphemy ; the* founder of this peculiar ordef haing 
<»Sir Francis Dashwood, to whose depraved mind it 
occurred that. a new relish -might be* given to 
debauchferyi by combining the practice of IcWdness 
with a parody upon the rites of *the Eoman Catholic 
Church. * • _ 

Sir Francis Dashwood was a merffber of the Dilfet- 

« 

tanti Society, having qualified himself for admission, 

* BeniisisceiiceB of Cbiules Butler, Tol. i. p. 144. 


bribery. 

Soon 
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accor^ng to Walpole, by visSbing Italy and being 
eeldom sober. When at Rome, he attended service in 
the Sistine Chapel on Good Friday. On that day 
penitents enter the chapel with a small scourge* in 
their hands, and, when the lights are extinguished by , 
the officiating priest, bare their shoulders and lash 
themselves as an atonement for their sins. Sir Francis 
conceived that there was much more pretencp than 
suffering in the self-inflicted penancfe. He entered 
the chapel with the rest, having, a horsewhip 
concealed beneath his coat. As soon as the last 
candle was put out, and the flagellation had begun, 
he walked along the middle of the chapeh laying his 
whip heavily across the naked shouldeus.of the congre- ' 
gation. The sufferers shrieked out in their anguish 
that the devil was in their midst. Sir Francis made 
his escape ; but it was soon discovered that it was ho 
who had insulted, as well as beaten, the congregation, 
and he was obliged to flee f6r his life from the Papal 
territory.* ^ , 

After his* return home he restored an old Cistertiau 
abbey at Medmenham, on the left bajgk of the Thames, 
between Great Marlow and Hepley, where the scenery 
is most besuitiful, richly- wooded heights "diversifying 
th««s£retches of green meadow land, and where the 
silver stream winds in front of the edifice whiclt 
had been dedicated to the service of Heaven. Hei^^ it 
was that Sir Francis “Dashwobd formed a dirdtherhood ^ 
of kindred profligates. They spent a portion of each 
year in the abbey, inhabiting, the cells, making a 
mbekery of the s^rvjce of the Church, feasting in the 
great haU, and singing blasphemous and obscene songs. 

* Walpole’s Memoirs of the Heign of George III., voL i., p. 172. 
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To be one of the tw^ve who played the leading parts 
in this horrible travesty was the ambition of the men of 
fashion in those days, and required, on the part of the 
successful competitors, pre-eminence in wickedness. 
A vacancy having occurred, two men, who had 4inder- 
“ gone their noviciate, were candidates for what, in the 
depravity of their minds, they deemed a distinction. 
They were Lord Sandwich and John Wilkes, As the 
greatef reprobate of the two. Lord Sandwich was 
chosen.^ Wilkes revenged himself by a practical joke. 
Confining a baboon, dressed according to the common 
representations of the Evil (5no, within a chest in the 
room whercjin the profane revellers were feasting and 
uttering impious jests, he Jet the animal loose at the 
mollient Lord Sandwich invoked his master the Devil. 
The consternation was indescribable : the company 
believed that the Devil in person had answered the 
summons. The baboon, as terrified as the most awe- 
stricken of the party, bounded about the room, and 
by chance leaped upon? Lord Sandwich’s shoulders. 
Fearing, for the nibment, that his end was come, the 
wicked nobleman recanted his former utterances, pro- 
testing that he did not mean what he said, praying to 
Heaven for merCy with all the fervour o:^ a cowardly 
sinner. ‘A window blin^ opened, the baboon esqa^d 
^through it ; the revellers recovered their spirits and 
resumed their orgy ; but Lord, Sandwich® never for- 
gave Wilk^, to whom the t»ick was attributed, 
’for having caused him such a fright. The adven- 
-viire was noi^d abroad, and lost nothing in repeti- 
tion' ; that Satan Had actually appeared to his 
worshippers was generally believed. So strong was 
the popular feeling that it was considered prudent to 
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dissolve tihe society, and alloT<> the building to fall 
into decay.* Several years afterwards Sir Francis 
Dashwood, with the levity which prompted him to 
establish the mock order of St Francis, resolved 
to build a church. He selected the top of a hill for 
the site, because an edifice placed there looked well 
from the windows of his house. Whereupon*Wilkes 
wrote : “ Some churches have been built from devo- 
tion, others from parade and vanity*; I believe this 
is the first chmrch which has been built, for a 
prospect.” ^ • * 

In 1757, he took his seat in the House of Commons 
as member for the borough of Aylesbury. • A vacancy 
had occurred owing to Mr. Potte^ , having been 
appointed Vice-Treasurer for Ireland. Pitt desired to 
sit for Bath, and vacated his Seat for Okehampton, 
Potter taking his place. The total expenses of the 
three elections amounted to £7000, and they were 
borne by Wilkes. If his friends did him a service, 
they made him pay for it. Being ^rqssed for money, 
he tried to regain possession of the annuity of £200 a 
year settled. on his wife, and in the attempt he violated 
the deed of separation between them. ^ Hq was re- 
buked for this by the Court of King’s* Bench, and 
w*a?i6d against interfering witli his Wife’s freedom of 
action. c 

One of his first acts after his electiop was to tender 
his support to Pitt^ and formally acknowledge him as 
his political chief, in the following terms : — “ I am 

^ The only detailed-account of these proceedings is in ** Ohrysal,” a 
work which in the guise %>f fiction represents real occurrences. The 
author, Charles Johnstone, was either present at the Medmenham 
orgies, or else conversed .with eye-witnesses. Vol. iii. pp. 231 to 249. 

f Memoirs, vol. iii. p. 56. 



MEETS GIBBON. 


*5 


very happy now to cottribute more than my wannest 
wishes for the support of his wise and excellent mea- 
sures, and' my ambition will ever be to have my 
parliamentary conduct approved by the ablest Minister, 
as well as the first character, of the age. .1 live»in the 
hope of doing my country some small services at least ; 
and I am sure the only certain way of doing any is 
by a steady support of your measurea”* He had 
already attained the local distinction of serving as 
High Sheriff of l^uckinghamshire. He had been 
elected a Felldw'tof the Eoyal Society. As a Member 
of Parliament he showed himself active and useful in 
advocating a bill for the re-establishment of the Militia, 
a measure upon ^hich Pittjset great store, and to which 
the Opposition was very warm and determined. After 
the bill became law, Wilkes was rewarded with the 
appointment of Lieutenant-Colonel in the newdy-raised 
Bucks Eegiment of Militia, a regiment which was 
£,tationed at Win6hester to guard the French prisoners 
there. It was ‘as a Mibtia field-oificer that 
Wilkes' madd* the ‘acquaintance of an obscure Militia 
cS^tein in a Hampshire regiment, now known to all 
the world as the historian of the Decline arid Fall 
of the Roman 'Fmpire. When the colopelcy of the 
^ncks regiment became •vacant, Wilkes was proing^ed 
.^to iti • 

At this periojl in his career Dr. Smollett appealed 
to him to confer a favour upon* Dr. JohnSon.’ The 
great lexicographer had Ho adifiiration for Wilkes 
personally, thd latter having made a comment he did 
not relish on this p^sage in the crjlmmar prefixed to 
English Dictionary: “H seldom, perhaps never, 

• Chatham (jorrespondonoe, vol. i. p. 239. 







ayWld^" , Wilkeg rqjaaRkal t- 
^*'j^to'lj||tl^E of tltiiSoobservatii]^ initgt be a m{la'’of 
'apf!te;beii^io% and of almost; 'oo^ipii&^ie&siva 
t Yg^wben Johnson’s “black servalrt, Franciek, 
Barber, was taken by a press-gang on, hofltd, the Star ^ 
frigate, the mesgiber for Aylesbury was jcequested to use 
his influenoa ivith the Admiralty to procui-e the lad'f 
release, on the grouiyi that ‘‘'the boy is a sickly lad of 
a delicate frame, and particularly subject to a ipalady 
of the throat, which renders him very uufit.for his 
Majesty’s service.” The application v^as’at once made, 
and the request granted. For this, Smollett jieturned 
thanks, saying, “ your generosity with < respect to 
Johnson shall be the thetne of ouf , aj)plaUse and • 
thanksgiving.” Nor did he scruple to ask a service 
for himself, or fail to obtain it. When he wrote a 
work which he styled the “ History of England,” 
Smollett evinced the sincerity of his professions by 
heaping the grossest obloquy upon his benefactor. 

At the general election ia 1761, .Wilkes was re-’ 
elected member for Aylesbury without ‘opposition. 
He had taken the precautions, then necessary/ fbr 
ensuring his return. His experience led him to warn 
each of his .friends against following his example, and 
contending for the favour of the bufgesses 6f Ayles- 
bury, as “ his constituents would be a heavy tax on 
his table and his cellar.” Indeed, he spon found that a 
seat in Parliament was too costly a luxury for a man 
of his moderate foftune and expensive tastes. Like 
many other clever men in the same situation before 
and since, he aspired to a lucrative post in the public 
service. An application to be sent as ambassador to 
Constantinoiile, in* succession to Sir James Porter, 
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WAS rejected He nekt ^zpresscdi to 

hftve gone to Quebec, the Bret i^ovezneif, to l^ve 
reconB0ed bhe new subjects to the EngHjs^^ and to 
bave ehown the Fren^ the ’advantage of the 
rule of laws over that of lawless power anddespotisin/' 
*In this, too, he wae disappointed, and his non>success 
he laid Ito the charge of the Earl of Batjs, who had 
become Sccret^uy of State, and' an^ influential member 
of the ‘Government, and who made it a rule rigor- 
ously tQ require tyro tests of merit in those he 
favoured ; Tor^sfn in politics^ and birth north of the 
Tweed. It was, then, with feelings of personal resent- 
ment, as well as of political antipathy, that Wilkes 
.witnessed the extraordinai^ and sudden elevation of 
Lord* Bute to the oflice of Prime Minister. 

The public, whiclj had not forgiven the disgrace of 
tlieir favourite Pitt, were at first simply amazed to 
w itness the favouiite of the King put at the head of the 
government, and to learn that a Scottish representative 
peer had entered the House of Lords and delivered his 
fii'st speech thPre in the capacity of Premier ; but tlie 
feding of surpiise was soon transmuted mto a state of 
suppressed anger which could easily be kindled into 
fury. What m.id^ the dissatisfaction more noteworthy 
was that It represented a reaction in the public mird 
since the king had mounted the throne amidst national 
« rejoiddng. The people were prepared to tfust their 
ynew sovereigp with a heartiness they could not 
manifest^ towards his predecessors of foreign birth and 
sympatliies, whd made no disguise of their opinion that 
to be Electors of Hanover was more honourable than td 
be Kings of Great Britain. When George the Third 
told Parliament, “ Bom and bred* in this country. 
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I glory in tihe name of Briton, and the peculiar happi- 
ness of my life will ever, consist in promoting the 
welfare of a people whose loyalty and warm affection 
I consider as the greatest and most permanent 
security of, my throne,” he awakened the utmost 
enthusiasm alike within the walls of St Stephen’s and*’ 
throughout the country. The Great Commoner had 
not then been obliged 'to resign, nor had the acknoT^- 
ledged Favourite been promoted to the highest office. 
So extreme was the desire to reciprocate the cordial 
sentiments of the monarch, that*'" the address of 
the House of Lords, which resembles a piece of 
oriental sycophancy rather than the rational 
production of sensible Efiglishmen, did not, in the^ 
peculiar circumstances of the time, excite ridicule 
and disgust. A panegyrist of George the Thiid 
has even ventured to style the most odious pas- 
sage in this address “ peculiarly elegant and 
luippy,” * the passage being as follows : — “ We are 
penetrated^ with the condescending and endearing 
manner in which your Majesty “has expressed your 
satisfaction at having received your birth and educa- 
tion among us. What a lustre does it cast upon the 
name of Briton when you, sire, are'pleased to esteem 
it.among your glories.” The ‘Commons were equally 
demonstrative and still more foolish. The King having 
returned* what was.fulsomely termed a most gracious 
reply to their address of congratulation, tliey unani- 
mously voted him an address of thanks for tlfe 
graeiousness of his reply. ^ » 

• When it was perceived, however, that the King ’s 
Satisfaction at beSig bom and bred a Briton meant 

* Adolphus iu'his History of Qoorge in., yol. i p. 10. 
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that he purposed havihg his own way, and undoing, 
as far as possible, the work of the Revolution, his 
popularity sank as rapidly as it had arisen, and sullen 
resentment took the place of open satisfaction. The 
injudicious conduct of Lord Bute aggravated the 

* popular discontent. Not satisfied with compassing the 
resignation of Pitt and compelling the Duke of New- 
castle to make way for him a!s head of the Treasury, 
he stooped to make sweeping changes in the minor 
offices ; ,to turn off poor doorkeepers and tidewaiters, 
whose only shortcoming was to Aave been the* nominees 
of a Whig minister or the connections of a \Vhig family, 
and to substitute for them others whose only merit 

• consisted in bejng his dependants and countrymen. 

Ho turned out every one who owed office to the Whig 
j>arty, with the single exception, as was wittily said, 
of the King. In the City, where Pitt was almost 
worahippecl as a divinity, Bute was execrated {is an 
emissary of darkness. His friends gave him advice as 
to his conduct toy*ards hi^revilers. The fallowing was 
the CQunscl’of LorS Mchiombe, a sham psitriot, who 
avowedly guided all his y.ctious in view of the possible 
ivSult on quarter-day The insolence of the City is 
intolerable. They must, and tliey easily may, be taught 
better miners. '. . . * As to you, my dear lord, I 

•am sure you laugh at them, aixl know that the 
. moment they aj-e threatened with the !Bng’s dis- 
jpleasure, ‘those who wert at your throat will be at 
your feet.” 

All the blunders, and excesses of Lord Bute were 
rendered the more obnoxious bjj the scandal coni- 
monly repeated and generally credited that, in 
.. 1 addition to being the King’s fevouiite, he was 
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improperly beloved by the King’s mother. When he 
entered the service of Frederick, Prince of Wales, 
Lord Waldegrave describes him as having “a good 
person, fine legs, and a theatrical air of the greatest 
importance.. There is an extraordinary appearance 
both in his look and manner of speaking ; for whether ‘ 
the subject be serious or trifling, he is equally pdmpous, 
slow, and sententious.”” The same authority records 
that the Prince used often to say that “ Bute was a fine, 
showy man, who would make an excellent amjpassador 
in a Court where there was no business.” * It is 
certain that his first success at the Prince’s Court was 
in acting the part of Lothario in amateur theatricals. 
Lord Waldegrave intimated that the^ sagacity of the , 
Princess had discovered accomplishments in hinl " of 
which the Prince her husband may not, perhaps, have 
been the most competent judge.” I Eightly or 
wrongly, the public attributed to the royal personage 
and the Scottish nobleman an intimacy which, if 
authenticated, would have*^ subjected both to the 
penalties for high trejison. WHere imputations of 
this kind are once made they arc seldom disproved ; 
the accused, if innocent, would never volunteer to 
justify themselves at the bar of public^ opinion, nor 
would they dare to avow tKeir”^ guilt. The number of 
those who, in matters of this kind, are ready to infer, 
guilt without evidence is always jn excess of* the 
number of fair-minded and impartial .persons who 
discredit an unproven charge. . Good society in those 
days thought nothing more natural than immo- 
]^ty in high'-p^ces, and the multitude was as 

* Memoirs of Lord Waldegrave, p. 38. 

j- Memoirs, p. 39. 
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ready to believe the worst as the richer and better 
educated. Accordingly, Lord Bute was pronounced 
guilty. 

He was charged with another offence, rath^ less 
• heinous and quite incapable of disproof, the offence of 
being a Scottish nobleman. To have committed the 
-most serious lapse from virtue- was, in the eyes of our 
forefathers, at the middle of the Eighteenth century, an 
offence which might be overlooked or forgiven ; but for 
a Minisfer of tb have been bom in Scotland, and, 
still worse, to be the member of an old Scottish family, 
was an unpardonable sin ; it was treason against the 
Constitution. During the reign of James the First, 
his eountrymen* who followed him southwards were 
ridiculed by the English for their uncouthness, and 
envied for their good fortune. Charles the First, who 
was a Scotchman by birth, did not specially favour the 
natives of the North, and they did not' spare him 
when he was in their po^er. But it was not till the 
middle of thg Eighteenth century that a* Scotchman 
was Regarded as the incarnation of human depra'vdty. 
This national prejudice, otiginating in terror^ grew into 
detestation. , • • 

The Rebellion in 1746 of those who, in the phrjjse of 
Johnson, were savage clans and roaming barbarians, had 
all bpt succeeded in its object Derby was ocijupied by 
the army pf the Pretender ; London was in imminent 
peril and daily expectation of being occupied also. 
Culpable wealaaess on the part of the Government 
contributed to the success of the reMs. Pelham, the 
Prime Minister, did not believe ^in the extent of 
the danger ; his brother, the Duke of Newcastle, a 
Secretary of State, was quivering with fright, and 
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propKeaed the restoration of the Stuarts. Believing 
the. alarm to be exaggerated, Pelham would not act 
with vigour ; desiring to be accounted a true prophet, 
the Duke of Newcastle would not act at aU. If the 
rebels had hot retreated of their own accord. Prince *- 
Charlie might have had his own again, and thp people 
of England would have lost all that they most valued. 
The danger was averted by accident, rather thanitimely 
action. But the citizens of London long remembered 
the dark days, when there was a rufi upon the Bank and 
payments were made in sixpences, when all the shops 
were shut, when all credit was destroyed, when each 
citizen auxiously asked hig neighbour when the Last 
struggle would take place between the Highlanders, 
flushed with victory, and raw levies, who had never 
seen a shot, fired in anger. It was known that George 
the Second had personal courage ; it was believed that 
if he thought the event worth a battle he would risk 
his life to retain his crown : but it was doubted 
whether he might not. set sail for the,, ^^lectofato of 
Hanover he loved, and, by departing at the critical junc- 
ture, forfeit the crown in his 6wn person and that of his 
dynasty. Fortunately for the Hanoverian succession 
and ,for Constitutional government, the rebels lost 
heart at the moment when the prize was within 
their grasp. Throughout England their presence^ was* 
long jemembered with feelings of hufniliatiop ; all the 
injuries they wrought, all the terrors they caused, were 
associated with whoever came firoin beyond the Tweed. 
j[n reality, a lowland Scot is as little of a Highlander 
as a native of Ess^, and in race and speech is more 
English than a Comishman. The Eebellion failed 
because the chiefs were wanting in daring; it was 
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fiboally suppressed in luch a way as to render a third 
rising impossible. 

The Duke of Cumberland, Oommander-in-Chief of 
the royat forces, knew the art of war as perfectly as he 
knew his alphabet, lost every battle in which he led an 
army against foreign enemies, and gained his first 
^victory at CuUoden. He was elated with unwonted 
succ(m As a victor, he displayed no magnanimity 
and showed no mercy. He anticipated the savage and 
sanguinary author ^of the Carmagnoles in acting on the 
maxim that 'the dead nevpr return to trouble the 
living. But the Duke knew as little as Bar^re did, that 
men ruthlessly executed leave behind them memories 
fraught with more dire Tesults than any deeds they * 
could have performed had they been spared ; memories 
which often make the living long to exchange places 
with the slain. Detested by his army, which he 
tortured into discipline ; hated by the English nation, 
which desired a victory, but did not wish the field of 
conquest to be convetted into shambles, he was 
known afie? his* first and only great victory by the 
sighificant and Regrading name of the “ Butcher.” 

The actual danger was over many years before Lord 
Bute becauie Prime ^Minister. When the American 
army of the l^orth captured Eichmond; wKen the 
Italian army of Victor Emanuel entered Borne in 
tribmph ; when, the French army of Versailles entered 
Paris, occupied by the Comniunists, Secession in 
the United States was crushed, the unity of Italy 
was consummated,* the Commune was annihilated. In 
none of these cases was there likelihood of the 
particular work requiring to be done over again. As 
thoroughly and completely was the Rebellion of 1 745 
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«xtj2Qg^ahed ; still, those who liad shared in, or were 
connected by ties of nationality with those who coun- 
tenanced it> were for many years objects of insur- 
mountable suspicion and aversion. If a declared 
Secessionist .were appointed Secretary of State by 
the President of the United States; if an uncom- 
promising leader of the papal faction were ap^iuted 
Prime Minister of I^y; if a notorious Communist 
were appointed head of a French Cabinet, many Ameri- 
cans, Italians, and Frenchmen would be vehement in 
their denunciations of men who might be honest and 
faithful servants of the country, but whom it required an 
exercise of faith to trust and charity purely Christian 
to respect. In like manner, despite this triumph of 
constitutional government in Britain over the armed 
partisans of divine and hereditary right, a strong and 
irrepressible feeling of apprehension prevailed at the 
spectacle of a Scottish nobleman acting as Prime 
Minister, and dispensing patronage to men whose 
loyalty to tjie House of Bnlnswick was believed to 
be lukewarm, and whose dislike of constitutional re- 
straints was intense. . , ‘ 

If Lord Bute had been a braye and strong man, he- 
might have .lived down* calumny ; if he "had been a 
great drator, he might have commanded homage ; if he 
had possessed a single gift which goes to the making 
of a statesman, he might have been able to maintain 
his ground and disedmfit all his foes. But he could 
neither make a speech to which any one would listen 
with attention, nor write a letter without showing that 
in^ the elementar/%ji; of spelling he was even more 
backward than the most ignorant person of his rank. 
Walpole mys his letters grew a proverb for \?ant of 
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orthography/' His maimers were pompous and Asr-'' 
bidding. His single accomplishment was a species 
low cunning which enabled him to conduct an intrigue; 
by means of it, he obtained an office which he only 
disgraced. His most striking success was the rapidity 
with which he made himself despised and detested by 
ipen of* every class and every variety of sentiment. 
As Pi^it said, with passionate vehemence. Lord Bute 
“ had insulted the nobility, intimidated the gentry, 
and trampled oi^the people.” 

"When he b^ame Prime IJIinister he had a policy 
which was very simple, utterly stupid, and perfectly 
impracticaWe. He wished to do for George the Third 
' what Strafford desired to ^o for Charles the First, to 
make him independent of Parliaments, with this dif- 
ference however, that Strafford aimed at dispensing 
with Parliaments altogether, whereas Bute wished 
Parliaments to exist as the passive and obedient in- 
struments of the sovereign. George the Third was 
the divinity who, when 'he gave the nod, was to be 
universally *afid irhplicitly obeyed. The young King 
was Tittle of a diyinity and nothing of a Jupiter. He 
was as full of ^ irrational whims and fancies as a 
boarding- schbol ^1, whose ideal of happiness is to 
have her own way, and who thinks everyone perfect 
who attributes perfection to her. 

The first meagure of the new sovereign and his 
,new minister was to make peace with France and 
Spain. Both detested the war because it had been 
commenced by the Whigs, and its successful prosecu- 
tion had reflected credit upon theniP* In concert with 
the King of Prussia, victories had been won on the 
Continent of Europe ; in the New World, an English 
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anny had wrested Canada from France, an English 
fleet had conquered the magnificent Spanish possessions 
of Havanna and the Philippine Islands But peace 
was felt to be the one thing needfuL To sue for it 
was do what the Whigs would not have done had 
they remained in power, however ready they might 
have been to conclude hostilities at the request of thekr 
enemies and on teums worthy of the war. It was 
first necessary to betray the great King of Prussia, 
who was then known ap our magnanimous ally ; next 
it was essential to conclude a treaty on any conditions 
which our foreign enemies would accept; and, lastly, it 
was indispensable to secure^such a majority in Parlia- 
ment as would approve of a treaty, however inadequate 
or even ignominious, and afterwards give a firm sup- 
port to Bute’s Administration. George the Third 
fancied that if he could do these tilings he would bo 
King indeed. The King of Prussia was abandoned to 
his fate, in disregard of solemn pledges given to him on 
behalf of this country : treaties vj^ere concluded with 
France and* Spain, in which several of the most im- 
portant cohquests were surrendered without any equi- 
valent J a House of Commons was bribed by Henry Fox 
to sanction«all that had beeij done. The entire outlay 
exceeded sixty thousand pounds. When Parliament 
gave a decisive \bte in favour of the treaty, the 
Princess Dowager of Wales exultingly exclaimed, 
“ Now George, yoUjare King ! ” “ i 

While these events were in progress, ^the nation was 
occupied in arguing and discussing every step with un- 
wonted and unflagging zeal. Thousands who had never 
before talked or thought about the affairs of State, now 
concerned themselves about nothing else. Mrs. Scott, 
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sister of the celebrated Mrs. Montagu, gives the fol- 
lowing illustration of the prevailing excitemfent : — “ If 
you order a mason to build an oven, he immediately 
inquires about the progress of the peace, and descants 
on the preliminaries. A carpenter, instead of putting 
up a cupboard, talks of the Princess Dowager, ot Lord 
Treasurers, and of Secretaries of State. Neglected lie 
the trowel and the chisel, the mortar dries and the 
glue hardens, while the persons who should use them 
are busied witji dissertations on the government.” * 
The responsible head of the government had made 
arrangements for educating the people to applaud out 
of doors the resolutions cpnfirmed within the walls of 
Parliament. He commissioned two men to teach the 
nation what to admire. The one was Dr. Smollett, an 
excellent novelist and a wretched pamphleteer; the other 
was Mr. Murphy, a worSii^amphleteer and a mediocre 
playwright. The former edited the Briton, the latter 
the Auditor; both of which strove every week to con- 
vince 'the pvjJ)lifi liiat the existing Ministry was the 
hist ever formed, and that their measures were 
the perfection of humhn wisdom. The Treasury 
.supplied money •whereAtith to carry on these publica- 
tions, and their tjvo editpBp were expected, fti return, to 
supply arguments warranted to stand every test and 
carry conviction to the mind of evWy reader. S; , 

The scheme nlight have been wholly successful had 
'•not John Wilkes made a counter-move almo.'t equiva- 
lei^t to checkmate. In Parliament he spoke and 
yoted against the Minister : firstly because he was 
the opponent of Pitt ; and, secondly, because he was a 
Scotchman. Pitt boasted that he sought for merit 
* A Lady of the Last Century, p. 125. 
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eveiywhefe, and he found it amid the mountains of the 
North; but Wilkes, who agreed with him in other 
things, disapproved of his treating the Scotch with 
simple justice. In him, as in Dr. Johnson, were con- 
centrated the popidar prejudices against those who 
were their fellow-countrymen, and who, because they 
were all supposed to wear no trowsers and to eat the 
food of horses, were placed outside the pale of hu- 
manity, along with the French, who wore wooden 
shoes and lived upon. frogs. Filled/ with these jea- 
lousies and hatreds, and determined to circumvent the 
attempt of Lord Bute to gain the good opinion of the 
reading public, Wilkes founded the North Briton, as 
a rival to the Briton and the AildLitoir. In , the 
opening sentence of the first number the key-note is 
struck : “ The liberty of the Press is the birthright of 
a Briton, and is justly esteemed the firmest bulwark of 
the liberties of this country.” A concluding paragraph 
reveals the writer’s tactics “ Though I am a North 
Briton, I wfll endeavour to write piaib !^nglish S,nd to 
avoid the numerous Scotticisms the Briton abounds 
with, and then, as the world Is apt ter mistake, he may 
be taken for a Scotsman, and I Shall pass for an English- 
man. . I thank my stars Iranv a North Briton ; with 
this almost singular circumstance belonging to me 
that I am^unplaced and unpensioned ; but I hope this 
reproach will soon^be vriped away,-and th%t I shall 
no longer be pointed at by my sneering countrymen.” * 
Wilkes was exceptionally well qualified to conduct 
sjich a periodical.^ Less polished 'as a writer than Addi- 
son, less incisive ii^ttack than Junius, as good a classic 
and as much a mai} of the world as the former, as reck- 
less and brazcn-faccd os the latter, he had the art of 
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stating a case with sin^lar lucidity, and of illustrating 
it in a homely and telling manner. His touch was 
light, and his sarcasm stinging. He anticipated 
Cobbett in the skill and daring with which he put and 
reiterated in plain terms the most unpalatable truths. 
He was the first political writer who not only applied 
to things their proper epithets, but also called persons 
by their proper names. The initials and innuendoes 
to which timorous journalists had resorted, he dis- 
carded p.nd di80wne,d, excepting when an allusion was 
more efiective than a simple statement. The Ministry 
was suspected of truckling to France : he supplied 
numerous and plausible reasons in support of the 
common opinion. If he ^ave cuixency to a rumoui', 
it gifincd creflit from the phr.ise in which he couched it- 
The whispered intimacy between Lord Bute and the 
Princess Dowager he assumed and commented on as an 
> undoubted and discreditable fact. 

•The blunders of the Ministry afforded him ample 
maferial for ridicule and 'condemnation. Lord Bute, 
who could Hot sjpellJ was First Lord of the Treasury ; 
^Sir Fiuncis Dashwood, yrho could not do a sum in 
simple addition, was Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Neither kiiew anything more of the city than that it 
wlis 'a place where* merc^hadts traded and bankers dealt 
»in money. According to Walpole, “ Bute was a stranger 
to the magi to t^e east of Temple Bar, wtto, though 
they flock ®to new star, expect to be talked to in a more 
itoHiigible language than that of inspiration,” more- 
ver “ in the nfew dispensation it was difficult to say 
which was the worst suited to his office, the Minister 
or his substitute. While the former shrouded his 
ignorance from vulgar eyes, and dropped but now and 
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then from a cloud an oraculaip sentence, the deputy, 
with the familiarity and phrase of a fish-wife, intro- 
duced the humours of Wapping behind the veil of the 
Treasury.” * This extraordinary Chancellor of the 
Exchequer kept the House in a roar of laughter, and 
aroused the indignation of the country, with his first 
Budget. Such an exhibition had not been witnessed 
since that of Mr. Sarnuel Sandys, who, being ambitious of 
a peerage, made himself a fitting subject for purchase by 
ranting stuif which he called republican doctrines, and 
obtained his first proinqtion by succeeding Sir Kobert 
Walpole at the Exchequer. As a financier, Sandys was 
simply incompetent. Sir Francis Dashwood was a 
vulgar buflbon as well as 5a contemptible ignoramus. , 
He talked about economy as if to repeat fhe word was 
to save money. He excited the anger and crippled the 
industry of the apple-growing counties by imposing an 
excise tax on cyder. Having made the most extra- 
ordinary Budget speech of which there is any record, 
and carried one of the mosfr obnoxious of imposts, he 
followed the example of Sandys® and vesigned. He 
was sent -by the King to join^ Sandys among the Beers, 
to adem the Upper House ^ with his presence and 
strengthen it with his ripe experience.* He had no 
illusions as to his fate as a'^MihisterJ and he correctly 
predicted that “people will point at me and crj”^,. 
‘ There gdfes the worst Chancellor of ^e Exchequer that 
ever lived.’ ” His ambition was to b(i pre-eminent, 
not as a patriot, bu^ as a profligate. To him belongs the 
ignominy of anticipating the ^orship‘of the Goddess 
of Reason. In ebmmemoration of this achievement a 

• Memoirs of the Eeign. of Georm III., vol. i., p. 171. 

t Walpole’s Memoirs of George 111., toI. i., p. 230. 
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picture was painted Vepresenting him reverentially 
kneeling before a naked woman. 

The North Britotbs unsparing attacks on public 
men, and its cynical comments on public affairs, 
turned the Government into a laughing-stock. Every 
week the circulation of the paper increased and the 
credit of the Government declined. The exasperated 
Ministers menaced Wilkes with au action for libel, as 
he told his readers in the twenty-seventh number. 
Before embarking ^ the enterprise, he knew that an 
independent aild^outspoken writer could not long pur- 
sue his course unchecked. Printers and publishers ran 
a still greater risk ; indeed, he found it diflBcult to find 
a printer and publisher jfossessing the indispensable 
qualifications of indifference to being sent to New- 
gate. Yet he finished the work he set himself to 
execute without encountering the expected attack. 
He had to “ight a duel with Lord Talbot, who con- 
sidered that he had been ridiculed ; but this proved a 
trifle, for neither^ was injured, and the honour of both 
was vindicated. THaving issued the forty-fourth 
.number, he suspended tjje publication of the North 
Briton, and determined that, to meet the •public 
dcmaiTd, th« whole forty-four numbers should be 
reprinted and re-issued in Volumes. 

. When Lord Bute’s position was seemingly im- 
pregnable, when his majority in Parliaifient com- 
■ ^ensated bj .votes of confidence for his unpopularity 
in the streets, when the long contest, signalized by the 
crowning triumph of the great Frederick at Rosbach 
and the splendid victory of Wolfe a^*^Quebec,bad been 
terminated by the treaty of peace signed at Paris, and 
after the conditions of peace had been approved by 
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^UStU .votes' tx) ^ he* astoulided alike his satirists and 
hiif adbeSothts hy .resigning office. The popular hatred 
of him had become so intense tbet his life was in peril, 
and he had to disguise himself to -walk the streets in 
security. Throughout England he w«Cs regarded with 
as great animosity as in the capital. He was supposed 
to Wve su^ested the cyder-tax for which Sir Francis 
Dashwood was responsible, and the inhabitants of the 
cyder counties manifested their feelings by dressing up 
and wreaking their wrath on “,a figure in, Scotch 
plaid, with a blue ribband, to represent the Favourite, 
and this figure seemed to lead by the nose an ass, 
royally crowned." * o 

His power, though gre<afi in appeamnce, was small 
in fact : he was not adequately supported in debate by 
those who implicitly voted with him on a division. 
In a private letter he thus states his case : — “Single 
in a Cabinet of my own forming, no soul in the House 
of Lords to support me except two peers (Lords 
Denbigh and Pomfret), both the Secretaries of State 
-silent, and -the Lord Chief Justicfe, whom I brought 
myself into offic/j, voting for, me, yet speaking against 
me, — ^the ground I tread upon is so hollow that I am 
afraid of only falling myself, bul of involving my 
royal master in my ruin. It is* time' for me to retire.” 
It is doubtful if even the King repaid his devotion with . 
imstintcd Ijupport. ‘Forty years latgr he told another 
favourite, Mr. George Rose, that he spou repented 
having made Bute a Secretary of State ; and that though 
his lordship did not want talents, yet h^'was “ deficient 
in political firmntss.” f That, after planning a scheme 

* Walpole’s Memoirs of Goorge IIL, vol. i., p. 280. * • 

Dianes of the Bight Honouiable Geoige Bose, vol. ii., p. 192. 
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to ma£ie the Sov^rei^'siipreme ruler und 1^ act os lua« 
sole advis^, Lord Bute recoiled from oiistMles he had 
never anticipated, is very probable. jBle was Certai^y 
panic-stricken: he' lost his self-comtnand; his' health 
gave way under the pressure of anxiety and <fiead. 
To* his intimate 6iend, Baron Mure^ hie wrote this 
aecount of his r'csignatipn, in which there is too much 
apology and not enough confession of the truth: — 

“ From what you have heard me drop before you left 
this, you will npt^ be surprised at my acquainting you 
with my having resigned the gainful situation I held. 
Many and many reasons occur to justifie this in a 
prudential light, but none of these should have had 
•jvei^lit with me at present if my health had per- 
mitted my continuance. The state of that made it 
impossible, and I yield to necessity. I have filled my 
' ofiice , with my friend, G. Grenville, whose integrity, 
ability, and firmness I will be answerable for.” * 

George Grenville, who had succeeded Sir Francis 
Dash\«)od as Olxincellor *of the Exchequer, was fiir 
better qualified to be Prime Minister than Loid 
Bute*; yet, with the exceptions of Bute and Addington, 
a more incompetent head of the Ministry nevet exer- 
cised power during the j:ei§ju of George the Third, in 
the Speaker’s chair, Grenville might have distinguished 
* himself, and made old melhbers cease to lament the 
retirement of Mr?.Speaker Onslow. He was patient, 
i methodical, pains-taking, Veil versed in the usages of 
Parliament, -wejl stored with constitutional decisions, 
and una^ler'to rise adjove Ike level of routine. If a 

precedent’ existed, he knew where to search for it, and 

* 

• Selection^ fiom the Family Papers preserved at CSaldwell (privately 
printed), vol. ii., p. 170. 
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be applied it with mathematics precision ; but when, 
in the phrase of Burke, “ there was no precedent on the 
file,” he was as helpless as a lad who knows nothing, 
or a man in his dotage who has forgotten all he bad 
leanTed. As the brother of his friend Earl Temple, 
and the brother-in-law of Pitt, his political leader, 
Wilkes greeted the accession of Grrenville as a go<jd 
omen for the nation, lienee it was that he suspended 
the publication of the North Briton^ and started for 
Paris to see his daughter, who was being educated 
there. ’ * 

a 

Returning to London a few weeks afterwards, 
immediately before the prorogation of ‘Parliament, 
Wilkes called upon Earl ^Temple, gmd found himo 
discussing with Pitt the speech from the throne, -^ich 
was to be delivered that afternoon, a copy of the 
speech having been famished him by his brother. 
Both of them denounced the speech as a statement in 
which truth was suppressed and falsehood implied, 
and they regarded its tone as a proof that, thoTjgh the 
Favourite &ad left office, he was Still ift power. An 
outline of this conversation Wilkes committed to 
paper. soon after he reached his house, and this 
outline, wi^ a few immaterial addilion3> of his o\|pi, 
he caused to be printed dhd* published as a special 
number of his periodical. Four days later, on Saturday, « 
the 23rd ‘ of April, .1763, appeared the North Briton, 
No. 45. ‘ * , • 

This new nurnb^ was read by the Ministry as well 
as by the public ; the King read it alsd. The Ministry 
Vere indignant, and the people indifferent. The King 
was delighted to think that a pestilent writer had 
made a felse move. On the following Mdhday, the 
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Earl of Halifax, Secretary of State, sent a copy of No. 
45, by the King’s orders, to the Attorney and Solicitor 
General, with a request for advice as to the best mode 
in which to prosecute those who had written, publ^ed, 
and circulated the number. Next day, and before the 
law oiBcers had returned an answer. Lord Halifax 
issued a General Warrant, authorising the bearers “ to 
search* for the authors, printers, und publishers of a 
seditious and treasonable paper, entitled the North 
Briton, No. 45, and them, having found, to apprehend 
and seize, together with their* papers, and bring them 
before him in order to be examined.” The day after 
this warrant was issued, t^e law-officers reported that 
* the paper was ““a most infamous and seditious libel, 
tending to inflame the minds and alienate the afiec- 
tions of the people from his Majesty, and to excite 
them to traitorous insurrections against his Govern- 
ment, and therefore punishable as a misdemeanour, of 
the highest nature in due course of law by indictment 
or infetrmat^og, whi^h latter method of prosecution is 
the most usual and proper, in obedience to the com- 
mands of his Majesty, when signified by a Secretary 
of State.” • • 

A King’s messenger, named Carrington, id whom the 
authorities ])laced great confidence as one expert in 
discovering libellers, was entrusted with executing the 
warrant. ^He bSgan proceedings by apprehending 
Dryden Leach, who had not printed the obnoxious 
number ; this nsistake he partially corrected by taking 
into custody Kearsley,* the publisher, and Balfe, the 
actual printer of No. 45, and by seizing their papers. 
Examined by Lord Halifax and Lord Egremont, the 
two Secretaries of State, they averred that John Wilkes 
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and the Rev. Charles Churchill were the authors of all 
the papers. The manuscript of No. 45, as well as 
several letters in the handwriting of Wilkes, having 
been found among Kearsley’s papers, these facts were 
communicated to the King, and, by his orders, the 
law oiiicers were now asked, whether or not there 
was sufiElcicnt ground for apprehending Wilkes himself. 
They replied : " We, have considered of the matter 
referred to us, and are humbly of opinion, that the 
publication of a libel, being a bread; of the peace, is 
not a case of privilege, and that the ^d John Wilkes 
may be committed to Newgate, or any other prison, 
for the same, upon the evidence laid beforfe your lord- 
ship. If Mr. Wilkes should oflFer bail, your lordship 
may, notwithstanding such offer, commit him tilf an 
inquiry can be made into such sufficiency." This 
opinion is dated the 30th of April. Before its receipt, 
orders must have been given to take Wilkes into 
custody; for, at six o’clock in the morning of that 
day, three ‘King’s messengers st^itioned themselves 
respectively at the 'several approadies to his house. 
He knew their errand, and had been expecting them. 
The previous night was spent by him in company with 
Kearsley, his publisher, at the hpuse 9 f Blackmore, one 
of the King’s messengers entrusted with the execution 
of the General Warrant ; a copy of the document itself 
was afterwards found among his papers. Shortly after 
the messengers had stationed themselves)" Wilkes left, 
his house in walking dress, whereupon, Blackmore ac- 
cpsted him ; but, on being told that he was going to 
see a friend in the Temple and would return to break- 
hist at Blackmore’s house, the latter allowed him to 
depart. Wilkes really went to Balfe’s printing-office 
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m the Old Bailey, tiere to get possession, as was 
supposed, of the manuscript of No. 45, and to destroy 
what was in type of No. 46. On his return, he was 
met by Watson, another of the messengers, near his 
house in Great George Str^t, and was there formally 
taken into custody. At his own request he was 
suffered to go home, where he read over the warrant, 
told the messengers that he ’ was a member of Par- 
liament, that his person was privileged, and that 
he would not accompany them. Upon thii^ Money, 
a messenger, weiSt to Lord Halifax’s house in the same 
street, and reported what had occurred. It was not 
till one o’clock that Wilkes, yielding to force, was 
brought before^ Lord Halifax and Lord Egremont. 
Dufing the interval, several persons called at Great 
George Street; among others, Earl Temple and the 
Rev. Charles Churchill. The latter would have been 
taken into custody also, had he been known by sight 
to the messengers ; however, he showed his presence 
of mind by taking a hint from his friend, and starting 
for the country. An attempt was made to ‘get a writ of 
halreas c^irpus ; but, owiqg to an informality in the aflB^- 
davit, the writ could not be procured without delay. 

At last, Wilkes was examined by the two Secretaries 
of State. Sevefal versidns have been published of 
what passed ; the following one has not yet been made 
public. It wau drawn up by Mr. Level: Stanhope, 
Under-Sfecretary of State, and, as the version relied 
upon by the legal advisers of th6 Government when 
defending theSe proceedings before a court of justice, 
cannot have been unfavourable to the enemies of Wilkes. 
“ Lord Halifax observed that he was sorry to see Mr. 
Wilkes there, for the first time, upon such an occasion ; 
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but that there was the strongest reason to believe that 
he was the author of the NoHh Briton, No. 45 ; that 
he would not ask him any questions, the answers to- 
which would tend to accuse himself; yet his duty 
obliged him to put some questions to him. Mr. Wilkes 
interrupted his lordship, by saying, that what they 
knew it would be great impertinence in him to repeat, 
and what they did not know he should not inform 
‘ them. Upon which Xiord Halifax said, ‘ Then i sup- 
pose we are to understand that you will not ^.answer 
any questions at all 1 Mr. Wilkescsaid, ‘ Certainly, 
my lord ; and I thank God I am in a country where 
there is no torture ; and if there was, I hope I have 
firmness enough to endure it’ He desired their lord- , 
ships to observe that he was brought there by force ; 
that he had been told the messengers had orders to 
take him out of his bed in the night ; * said it was 
well they did not, for he had always pistols by his 
bedside, and would certainly have treated them as 
ruffians, and been the death of the first man that 
approached him, though he supposed he< should have 
fallen by the second. He ^said he would nei&er 
acknowledge nor deny being the author of this paper ; 
that the King had not a better subject than bimafilf ; 
that he loved and honoured his 'Majesty, but detested 
his Administration,^ as did every honest man in the 
kingdom ; made some compliments to Lord Halifa x 
and Lord Egremont as gentlemen, but, Secretaries 
of State, said he was afraid they had gone too far, and ” 
could not justify what they had done ; 'that it was a 
b^ch of the privilege of the Commons of Great 

* In a marginal note to tins account, it is said, ** This is a mistake ; 
no such orders were given.” 
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Britain, and if he lived to the first day of the session, 
which he understood was to be in January, he would 
stand up in hk place and acquaint the House of the 
whole proceeding. Something about what was to be 
done with Mr. Wilkes being talked of, Mr. Wilkes 
said that, however ready he might be to accept of 
favours fiom Lord Halifax or Lord Egremont as 
gentleyien in their private capacities, he desired it to 
be understood that he asked none, nor would he 
receive <iny, fi:om them in their public station ; that 
they were in po&ession of him by force, and he was 
their prisoner, and they might do with him as they 
pleased. He was then ordered to retire, after which 
• his warrant of commitment to the Tower was signed.” 
^s soon as Wilkes had been carried to the Tower, 
his house was searched ; the drawers of his writing- 
table and other private repositories were broken open, 
and all the papers found in them were put into a sack 
and taken to the house of Lord Halifax. This proce- 
dure, natural enough in emissaries of a Grand Inqui- 
sitor, but e'xCtaordmary in the agents of ’an English 
Secfetaiy of State, was afterwards defended in a 
court of justice ^y men, professedly learned in English 
law, on thef ground that, had not this , method of 
issuing and acting upon* the General Warrant* been 
pursued, “ the evidence which we are in possession of 
under Mr. Wilkes’s own handwriting, proving him to 
,be the au*thor of the libeb in question, would, in all pro- 
bability, not have been in our hands to have been pro- 
duced against tim.”» Upon the facts becoming publicly 
known, the indignation against the arbitrary conduct df 
the Ministry was strong and widespread. Men not dis- 
posed to join in the denunciations of the rabble were 
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as vdEi§ment as tlie incensed moi in blaming the whole 
pxpeeedings, Mr. Serjeant Hewitt, afterwards Lord 
^Lifford, and Lord Chancellor of Ireland, gave expres- 
sion to the opinions of moderate and loyal men in 
these; terms : — “ This evidence was collected with as 
much violence, and with as little right by law, as 
some other collections are made, for which the collec- 
tors are hanged when taken.” 

Scarcely had Wilkes been lodged in the Tower, 
than a writ of haheas corpus from the Court of 
Common Pleas was served upon two "of the King’s 
messengers, Blackmore and Watson. They could not 
bring the body of John Wilkes before 'the Court, 
immediately after the receipt of thp writ, for the 
unanswerable reason that he had been removed .odt of 
their custody. Owing to some formalities, which, con- 
trary to the belief at the time, were wholly unavoid- 
able, his arrest was not argued before the Court of 
Common Pleas till the 6th of May. He contended 
that, durinjj half the period ‘ of his ipipribonme;ut, he 
•was kept in solitjhy confinement al the express orders 
of Lord Halifax. It was denied that Lord HaHfax 
was privy to this ; but that h? was kept a close pri- 
soner for three days is an undoubted -fact, which 
tended to increase the wrath" of the public against his 
persecutors. The Court of Common Pleas unanimously 
ordered hi$ discharge on the technical ground that, as 
a member of Parliament, he was privileged against 
arrest for the reason assigned. He made a declama- 
tory address to the court, in which he spoke grandi- 
loquently about liberty in the abstract. His discharge 
from custody was no proof that the court had any 
sympathy with \viiat was then styled the cause of 
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liberty ; a cause for wmch Wilkes bad alteady endured 

a foretaste of martyrdom. However, be bad mortified 
tbe law officers of tbe Crown and tbe Secretaries of. 
State to an extent wbicb wot^d bave enchanted a far 
vainer man. Tbeir blunders, their inexcusable haste, 
their unfair animus, made him for the moment a per- 
sonage whom the people were justified in honouring 
as a syfierer for the public weal. His demeanom: in 
court was so greatly to the taste of the audience, that 
Westminster Hall resounded with shouts in his honour. 
The multitude \^hich thronged the streets welcomed 
his appearance with stiU louder exclamations, and 
escorted him in triumph to his house in Great George 
Street. At night, houscs^were illuminated and bon- 
fireS blazed to celebrate the liberation of the hero of 
the hour. 

No sooner was he at home again than he penned a 
letter to the Secretaries of State in conceit; with his 
supporter, Earl Temple, and his counsel, Mr. Serjeimt 
Glyni\. Lord femple, who violently disliked Lord 
Bute, and*\*’as then on unfiiendly terms with his 
brother, George Grenville, the Prime Minister, had 
espoused the part of Wilkes with his whole soul and 
purse. Hisjsolicitor, Mr. Beardmore, had acted profes- 
sionally when application Vas made for a writ of habeas 
corpus. Ungainly in person, he had been nicknamed 
“Lord Gawky.” .A restless, ambitious intriguer, he de- 
^ lighted ifi mystery, crooked courses, und bjrpaths, as other 
men delight to walk in smooth ways, in the sunshine 
and amid apj^ause.* _By none of his contemporaries 
was he beloved. No man was more liberal in helping 
a friend with advice when he bad a purpose to serve. 
Walpole writes of him as the ftuniliar at the eais of 
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Wilkes and Churchill," whoso venom was never distilled 
at random, but each drop administered to some pre- 
cious work of mischief . . . who whispered them 

where they might find tprches, but took care never to 
lightf one himself. Characters so rash and imprudent 
were the proper vehicles of his spite, and he enjoyed 
the two points he preferred even to power — ^vengeanqe 
and a whole skin.” * t)n this occasion, however, his 
conduct was openly and manly ; he publicly supported 
those he thought injured, and he suffered for so doing. 
He has been named amqng the authors of the letters 
signed Junius. The investigators of that literary 
puzzle have given but little attention to* his claims. 
Some of them could not *do so because they had 
rashly accepted the theory which would make Junius 
an obscure clerk in the War Office. Others have been 
too much engrossed with weighing the claims of 
contemporory masters of style to give due considera- 
tion to the evidence which would render Junius a 
pseudonym^ for the Master <5f Stowe.. • 

For sympathizing with Wilkes, the Iflng removed 
Earl Temple from the lord-lieutenancy of Bucking- 
hamshire, appointing Lord Le .Despepcer in his stead. 
Before anyj;hing had been proved agaJlnst Wilkes 
himself, and whilst he was a close prisoner in the 
Tower under an illegal warrant, the King mani- 
fested his * displeasuie by removing him from the 
colonelcy of the * Bucks *Militia. I^, in Lord, 
Temple he found an enthusiastic ^supporter, he 
had in Mr. Seqeant Glynn a legal adviser of great 
eradition, tact, and capacity.. Writing to Mr. Calcraft, 
Pitt said: — "Mr. Seqeant Glynn has just left me. 

• Walpole’s Memoirs* of the Beign of George III., vol. i. p. 182 . 
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I find him a most ingeniom^ solid, pleasing man, 
and the spirit of the constitution itself. I never was 
more taken by a first conversation in my life.” * 

The result of the deliberatimis of Lord Temple, Mr. 
Serjeant Glynn, and Wilkes was the following letter, 
which was despatched to the Secretaries of State : — 
“ On my return here from Westminster HaU!^ where 
I tave^l^en discharged from my commitment to the 
Tower under your lordsliips’ warrant, I find that my 
house has been robbed, and am informed that the 
stolen goods are \n the possesion of one or both of 
your lordships. 1 therefore insist that you do forth- 
with returtt them to your humble servant, John 
^Wilkes.” On tl^e following morning Wilkes applied, 
but trithout success, to the sitting magistrate at Bow 
Street for a warrant to search the houses of Lord Egro- 
mont and Lord Halifax for his stolen goods. In their 
reply to his letter, the Secretaries of State complain of 
the “ indecent and scurrilous expressions ” contained 
in it ; .state that,, notwithstanding his discharge from 
the Tower, tins* Kin^ had ordered the Attorney-General 
to prosecute him ; and th 9 .t they are at a loss to under- 
stand what was meanly by “stolen goods,” adding 
that “ such of your papers as do not lead to. a proof of 
your guilt, shall *be restoted to you ; such as Vere 
necessary for that purpose, it was our duty to deliver 
over to those whose business it is to collecSt the evi- 
dence and*manage the prosecution* against you.” To 
this a strongly worded retort was ^written, approved 
by Mr. Serjeant* Glynn, and forwarded to the Secre- 
taries of State. The effect these letters had upon the* 
King and his ministers is shown by the following 
* Oienyille Papers, Tol. ii. p.* 61 . 
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commumc9.tion, forwarded on the IQth of May to the 
law officers of the Crown ; — " Genidemen, I send you 
herewith, by the King’s express command, copies of 
two letters written to Lord Egremont and myself by 
John Wilkes, Esq., M.P. for Aylesbury, and am to 
desire that you will consider their contents and report 
your opinion to me for his Majesty’s information, 
whether the writer of such very abusive letters to 
peers of the realm, and who have the honour to serve 
the King as his principal Secretaries of State, and to 
be members of his Majesty’s Privy and Cabinet Coun- 
cils, may not be liable to prosecution and punishment, 
and, if he shall appear to you to be so, in what manner 
he may be legally brought to answer for the same.,. 
(Signed) Dunk Halifax.” This extraordinary docuinent 
furnishes new and additional evidence of the personal 
determination of the King to make the alleged author 
of the North Briton feel the weight of his resent- 
ment. Wilkes, on his part, was not slow to appeal to 
the law for redress. He brought actions for false im- 
prisonment, and other offences, agdinst the'King’s mes- 
sengers, the Secretaries of State, the Under-Secretary 
of State, the Solicitor of the Treasuiy, while the 
printers, \]fho had also been taken into custody under 
the General Warrant, did likewise. In these proceedings 
Earl Temple wasothe prime mover; his private soli-* 
citor conducted the ‘prosecutions, and his lordship de- 
frayed all the expeSQses. • 4 * 

Had not Earl Temple supported the cause of Wilkes 
and the printers with his fortune as well as> his counsel, 
*the King would not have received a startling and 
unexpected check in his arbitrary course, and 4 ;he 
people might have long remained unguarded by a 
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fresh security for their inde’|>en<lence. The Goveru- 
ment did not allow monetary considerations to interfere 
with the success of its policy. At a meeting of the 
Commissioners of the» Treasury, where Mr. Gren- 
ville, First Lord and Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
presided, the following minute was agreed to :i— “ Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer signifies to my lords his 
Majesty’s pleasure, that all expenses incurred, or to be 
incurred, in consequence of actions brought against 
the Eart of H^i|ax, one of his Majesty’s principal 
Secretaries of State, the under-secretary and mes- 
sengers, and the solicitor of this office, for proceedings 
had by them in executing the business of their respcc- 
*fcive offices, against the pubfishers of several scandalous 
and seditious libels, should be defrayed by the Crown ; 
and that a sufficient sum of money should be, from 
time to time, issued to the Solicitor of the Treasury 
for that purpose.” Lord Halifax, not trusting to this 
minute alone, made assurance doubly sure by ob- 
taining. a warraffi;, signed by the Lord ^rivy Seal, 
indemnifying him against possible loss in any action 
for damages which might be instituted relative to 
these proceedings. Despite the utmost efforts of 
the Government, the aptions against those, who had 
executed the illegal General Warrant were successful ; 
*Mr. Wood was cast in damages *of £1,000, Lord 
Halifax of £4,000*, while the printers obtained sums 
■prying fromtf 5 up to £200 each. W^®®^ questioned on 
the subject^ Lord North was reluctantly obliged to 
avow that Ihe enormous amount of £100,000 repre-. 
sented the legal expenses incurred owing to the issue 
andr operation of this General Warrant. 

Nothing could be more emphatic than the language 
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of Chief-Jnstice Pratt when characterising the warrant 
itself in the action tried by him in the case of Mr. 
Wood. He said : — “ Upon the maturest consideration, 
1 am bold to say that this warrant is illegal ; " that 
if it should be decided otherwise by a hi^er tribunal, 
“ I submit, as will become me, and kiss the rod ; but 
I must say, I shall always consider it as a rod of iron 
for the chastisement of the people of Great Britain.” 
By this declaration, and others like unto it, Chief- 
Justice Pratt acquired a popularity^ aS, a judge second 
only in degree and extent to that enjoyed by the Great 
Commoner as a statesman. His portrait, painted by 
Beynolds, was placed in Guildhall. Inscribed on it 
were the words : “ In honour of the' zealous as^erter' 
of English liberty by law.” Foreigners who visited 
London hastened to the Court of Common Pleas 
in order to see the great judge who had done his duty 
impartially between the people and the Sovereign at a 
time when it was only too common to allow a bias to 
prevail in favour of the Crown. , • ' 

Hardened and time-serving politicians regarded this 
judge’s conduct as a wondef of the age, and unparal- 
leled in history ; they felt ^ Lord Chesterfield did 
when he wrote to Lord Stanhope ,a feV years pre- 
viously: — There is hardly an instance of any person 
prosecuted by the*^ Crown, whom the judges have not 
very, partially tried, and, if they could bring it about 
with the jury, (^ndemne4, right or wrong. We 
have had ship-money judges, dispensing judges, but I 
jaever read of any patriot judgeh, except in the Old 
Testament, and those, perhaps, were only so because 
at that time there was no king in IsraeL” * 

* Chesterfield’e Correspoudenco, edited by Lord Mahon, toI. iy. p. 272. 
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Tiiat the King was highly incensed may be readily 
supposed ; that his foolish resentment was nourished 
by his unconstitutional Mends was a matter of course. 
Lord Chief Justice Mansfield, who, in his judicial 
capacity, was afterwards obliged to admit that Ijord 
Chief Justice Pratt had rightly interpreted the law, 
W 4 S one of the first to make the King think that pro- 
nouncing a General Warrant illegal, was improperly to 
circumscribe his power. Mr. Grenville records in his 
Diary tfan shameful conduct aud the disgraceful lan- 
guage of Lord Sdansfield The King told Mr. 
Grenville that Lord Mansfield had been with him, 
speaking wifh the warmest zeal for his service ; that 
die had told his Majesty that he should not declare it 
in piiblic, but that he should tell his Majesty that, 
according to his opinion, no man had ever behaved 
so shamefully as Lord Chief Justice Pratt had done ; 
that Lord Chief Justice Jeflries had not acted with 
greater violence than he, for he had denied his 
Majesty that justice which every petty justice of the 
peace would'h^ve granted to a highwajrman.” * 

Believing that the demand for complete sets of the 
North Briton would be increased by the notoriety of 
No. 45, Wilkes determined upon carrying out^ his 
design of reprinting the work, and as he could not 
“get a printer who would risk his liberty by doing so, 
he had a printing-press established in his own house. 
Against t£is *project Earl U'emple remonstrated in the 
strongest manner, but in vain. He even went the 
length of saying that if Wilkes wOuld relinquish^ 
the scheme he would pay any sum of money that 
might be named. The anticipations of Earl Temple 
* Oreayille Papers, vol. ii. p. 239». 
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V!^ the t^tult. ^When ^SSces '«^as ait^- - 

VAtd« a eoQ^ .of ju^Etiyie^ )]i& legal 4*fieiice 

was that of r^nnting i5: ^e only 3 friiinesNes 
agauist him wntf the lie employ)^ ; th4fe he 

was the author of the paper w^ t^tevei -legally ptc^ed. 
He made hse of his private press to print ether 
papem, some o£ which were distributed as bead-h^^ 

, and one ws^ dcmgned for private and very limited 
riichladon. The latter consisted of an ^sso^^on 
Woman, bding an indecent parody on Pope's JSs»ay 
on Man, and other pieces in the samo strain. Tim 
verses, composed ,by Mr. Pottei^ had given enter- 
tainment to the infamous monks of Medmenham 
Abbey.* Foot-notes^ attiiljutcd to Bishop Warburtonj^ 
were appended to the verses. A copper-plate ‘illus- 
tration, not more decent than the lines and the notes, 
was prefixed to the work, of which not more than 
thirteen copies were printed. 

As soon as the North Briton had been reprinted, 
Wilkes went to Paris to Vscc his daughter. » When 
walking in the streets of Pans in^compUiiy with Lord 
Palmerston, ho was accosted by a Captain Forbes, a 


The Esisay on Woman ” is an ppi&ode ih. the caieer of Wilkes 
which would hare heon discussed at length in ths text had not the 
sulgeut been exhaustively tieatedc-by *)£r DHke,4n three papers in 
Notea and Quertea, for 185T. ’Tho conclusions of Hr Dilke aie the 
sayie as those at which 1 had ariived by independent investigation. 
To these papers the reader who desires further particulars is Referred. 
Suf^(;e It nere to state the coticlusions themselveB fiist^ no evidence 
was offeied in Court of King’s ^ench proving Wilkos to have been 
tho author , he was found guilt v, fined and imprisondSl for printing ap^ 
publishing the ‘ ‘ Essay, thepnnting having been conducted with every 
piecaution as to seoiecy, and the pubiishiugoonsisting in a copy bems 
stolan and read before the House of Peers by Lord Sandwich. Second 
*^the evidence proving Potter, the son of Ike Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, to be the author is ovei whelming. Third, a manuscript copy 
111 the handwriting of Wilkes is supposed to be m existence , but no 
one smee his condemnation has proved that he had se^n a copy of 
the pimtod original, nor is such a copy known to be extant. 
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iba*.il!te ?i»a^ service, «ua*i '^bfiHec^e^ to * 
%bt & 4n6l for ItaviDg ^scAUiid.'^ An 

i^ipfiSntor^t WftG( j^rda for t^a^Uamu^ day to settla 
prd&aaifiane^ ; Wi tius 3a^ no'reatdt, owmg to the 
ahsesQce of a, second te*Tepi%setrt Oaptaiu fbrbes. In 
*tlie hlbemoDn that day WUhes tvras pvit under 
aii^est, aud aooij after he vras visited by Mr. Mac* 
don^di* another Scottish geutlen^ap- hs' the French ^ 
fiusrtioe, who atsQr(^ him in ‘the name of the Scots 
residing hi Paris that Captain Forbes’s behaviour had 
not their sympathy, and was i^garded by them as the 
mere rashne^ of a foolish young man. Mr. Croker, 
whose extreihe Tory views rendered him indisposed 
to see anything to approve in a man who was 
no fa^urite at Court, gives it as his opinion that, in 
this affair “ on the whole, it is impossible to deny that 
Captain Forbes’s conduct was hasty and foolish, and 
that Wilkes behaved hihoself like a man of temper 
, and honour.”'* Captain Forbes was not seen again 
Kill, some time afterwards, when he reappeared in 
r London. Lord Sandwich wrote a letter desiring 
him to embark for Portugal, which he did, and 
on arriving ther^ he was taken into the Portu- 
guese service^ and^ixise Jo be a general in 4:he army 
of Portugal Mr. Alraon says this gave rise to 
a suspicion that Captain Forbes’s coiMuct had the ap- 
probation of some person in power. The person in 
power who* d#d approve <Jf it, mus^ “have been very 
strangely constituted, and very easily pleased. 

Wilkes returned to London, and was fffesent in the . 
House of Commons when Parliament re-assembled on 
the 15th of November. He took the earliest oppor- 
* Footnote to Walpolo^a Letters, yol. iy. p. 126, * 
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. timity to rise in his place and complain of a breach of 

privilege* a matter which, by the invariable usage of 
we House, takes precedence over all other business. 
. Mr. Grenville was ready, however, with a message 
frofii the Kipg, and the House manifested its courtly 
predilections /by deciding ‘to hear the royal message 
first.* The message . contained a recital of all the 
proceedings which ^ had been taken against ^iVilkes ; 
a vote of thanks was returned for sending it. Lord 
North, who had most unwillingly undertaken the 
imddious duty, then rose and move(F,f “That the paper 
entitled the North Briton, No. 45, is a false, scandal- 


ous, and seditious libel, containing exprffisions of the 
most unexampled insolencb and contijmcly towards hi^ 
Majesty, the grossest aspersions upon both HoiAes of 
Parliament, and the most audacious defiance of the 
authority of the whole Legislature ; and most mani- 
festly tending to alienate the affections of the people 
from his Majesty, 'to withdraw them from their 
obedience to the laws of the realm, and to excijje them 
to traito]*ous insurrections' aghinst fhis Majesty’s 
Government.” 


'Anyone who now reads this portentous resolution, 
after havjng perused the incriminated ^lumber, must 
thirfk that its framers dnd approvers either used 
words in a non-natural sense, or else put a signification* 

* Wlien tVilliam Pitt was bsttliog in 1784«to uphold the Admiaia- 
trutibb of which he w^ the head^ he endeaToored, hnt in vain, to 
obbun precedence in debate by stating that he had d royal message |o 
deliTer. — Petrliammiary Higtcry, yoI. xxiv. p. 270. 

t On the 31st of October, Lord Halifax wiipte to. Mr. Grenville 
saying that Lord North, after inolininm to vote Ihe North Britoti, 

* No. 46, Boandalous and seditious, desired to recede from the under- 
taking, concluding his letter with these words, “ Iten’t show Loi-d 
North this letter, nor take notice of your having seen it ; but do what 
you can to fix him in the part he agreed to take in Wilkes’ afflur, and 

• I wiU do the same.”-^Grenvt% Papers, yol. ii., p. 162. 
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upon the words themselves differing from that of other 
men. A paper characterized as seditious, insolent, full 
of aspersions upon Parliament, tending to bring the 
King into contempt, and raise the people in a^ed' 
insurrection, ought to be a' document of no ordinary 
virulence, asperity, and power. Yet the following are 
the passages which the Attorney-General selected and 
emphasized as the very worst that (ould be found ; — 

“ The King’s ^eech has always been considered by 
the legislature and by the public at large as the spee^ 
of the Minister. It has regularly, at the beginning of 
every session of Parliament, been referred by both 

Houses to the consideration of a committee, and has 

• 

bpen generally •canvassed with the utmost freedom 
when the Minister of the Crown has been obnoxious 
to the nation. . . . This week has ^ven the public 
the most abandoned instance of ministerial effrontery 
ever attempted to be ’imposed on mankind. The 
Minister.^’ ^eechpi last Tuesday is not to be paral- 
leled in the annals of th^'* country. I am in doubt 
whether the* iftiposition is greater on the SoVereign or 
on fhe nation. Every friend of his country must 
lament that a prince df so many great and a*miable 
qualities, whftm England traly reveres, can be brought 
to give the sanction of his sacred name to the most 
odious measures, and to the most tfnjustiffable publie 
declarations, £rom*a throne ever renowned for truth, 
l^onour, and unsullied virfue.” , i 

This certainly is plain speaking ; the lai^age is 
strong and sarcastic^but to style it seditious and* 
traitorous is simply to utter nonsense. Statements 
quite as veheii^ent and abusive have been made 
respecting a speech ffom the throne, bo£h Ibefore 
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and after the time of Wilkes, without exciting 
more than a passing remark, and without subject- 
ing those who made them to any charge of dis- 
loyal or treason. When discussing the King’s speech 
on the subject of the Falkland Islands, Lord Chatham 
said something infinitely more personal and severe 
than the bitterest sentences of Wilkes. He told the 
House of Lords, “ there never was a more odious, a 
more infamous falsehood imposed on a great nation. 
It degrades the King ; it insults the ^arliameift. His 
Majesty has been advised to afiirm an absolute false- 
hood. My lords, I beg your attention, and I hope I 
shall be understood when I repeat that it is an 
absolute, a palpable falsehood.” <■ 

The truth is that Wilkes was prosecuted, not so 
much on account of No. 45, but because the opposi- 
tion of the North Briton to the measures of the 
Court had been alike obnoxious and effective, and be- 
cause he had employed the power of the Press to 
counteract the licence of thb Crown.* That he* might 
speak in Parliament what he bad written and published 
was permissible, inasmuch ds the Parliamentary de- 
bates, being virtually unreportbd, produced no impres- 
sion upon 4;he people, But^ it .was accovftited intoler- 
able that freedom of discussion in print should be 
claimed and exerciSed by a declared opponent to the 
Ministry of the day ; consequently, &11 the influence of 
the Government lyas used lo crush and chastise thq 
offender. 

• The attempt to proceed againsir him under a General 
Warrant having failed, the King and his subservient 
Ministers had recourse to their venal majority in the 
Hoiise* of Commons. By a minority, in which Pitt 
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was the conspicuous figure, the attack upon free and 
fall discussion was valiantly denounced and redsted. 
Pitt addressed the House no less than forty times dur- 
ing the debate. Wilkes made a temperate and becom- 
ing explanatory speech. He conducted himself with 
a coolness which was in string contrast to the fury 
of his adv(n:sarie& An eye-witness relates that ** Mr. 
Wilkes, with all the impartiality in the world, and 
with the phlegm of an Areopagite, sat and heard the 
whole Inatter discussed, and ' now and then put in a 
wrord, as if the whole afiair«.did not concern him.” * 
Yet arguments proved wholly impotent against num- 
bers, and the ministerial majority carried not only 
Lord North’s disgraceful resolution, but also another, 
ordering that the obnoxious paper should be publicly 
burned by the common hangman. 

These proceedings were most irritating and un- 
welcome to the nation at large.* When the common 
hangman was about to execute the order of the House 
of Commons, he .was forcibly prevented &({m commit- 
ing a copy of No. %5 to the flames ; a petticoat and a 
jack-boot, symbolizing the King^s mother and Lord < 
Bute, being burned in its stead. Williams, one of the 
journeyman* printers gnployed to reprint .the North 
Briton, having been sentenced to the pillory, went to 
the place of punishment in a coath marked No. 45. 
The spectators treated him as *a martyr ; cheered, 
•instead o^ pelting him \Hth missies ; made a collec- 
tion for him which produced £200, and suspended 
from a temporary gailows a boot and a Scotch bonnet 
in derision of the supposed instigator of the proceed- 
ings, Whenever Wilkes appeared in public and was 

* * n 

♦ Walpole to Sir Horace Mana, Correspondence, vol, iy. p. 131. 
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recognised, he was hailed with loud huzzas. ^ At great 
City banquets it became the custom to give as a toast, 

“ Wit, Beauty, Virtue, Honour,” these being, as Wal- 
pole records, “ ironic designations of the King, Queen, 
Princess- Dowager, and Lord Bute.” 

In addition to persuading the House of Commons 
to pass a violent censure upon Wilkes for his alleged 
connection with the JS^orth Briton as a preliminary to 
expelling, him, the Government instigated the House 
of Lords to proceed against him on another add very 
different charge. Among the papers illegally seized 
at Kearsley’s, his publisher, were some letters from 
him referring to an Essay on Woman for which a 
copper-plate illustration had been made. It is possible 
that the manuscript of that " Essay ” was found among 
these papers, or among those in Wilkes’s house. 
Certain it is that, when thirteen copies of this work 
were b^g printed "at the private press in Great 
George Street, with all possible precautions jas to 
secrecy, a portion of . the probf sheets of the thirteenth 
copy was abstracted by Michaef Cun^r,* the head 
. printer, and, after having bee* read by several persons, 
came into the possession of "the Bev. Mr. Kidgell, 
chaplain to*the Earl of March. , ‘ 

Lord March, afterwards notorious as the Duke of 
Queensberry, was dearly as vicious and abandoned at 
this pmod* as at a later one ; his vices ripened fully 
in youth. His chaplain was a suitable asso<Haf e for him. c 
He wrote an essay in prose, purporting ^ be an outline 
qf the poem, which was acknowledged to be the more 
infamous of the two. His despicable service in subom- 
ing the printer was rewarded by the living of Godstone, 
in Surrey. After holding it for a time he visited the 
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Continent, and transferred his piety and virtue to the 
service of the Church of Borne. The loss of such a 
servant was no small gain to the Church of England.* 
Lord March having communicated his acquisi- 
tion to the Government, he was implored to exert 
himself to obtain a complete copy. The Bev. Mr. 
Eidgell performed this duty, bribing Michael Curry to 
steal one, which was delivered ovey to Lord Sandwich, 
then Secretary of State. Curry was carried by Mr. 
Webb, solicitor to the Treasury, before Lord Sandwich, 
who said to himr “ You haye saved the nation, and 
you may depend on anything that is in my power.” 
Lord Sandwich took the printed poem to Bishop 
Warburton, the •result of fbeir conference being com- 
municated to Mr. Grenville, by letter, in the following 
tenns : — “ I have this morning been with the bishop, 
and have showed him the papers. He comes heartily 
into the affair ; says 'he will not only authorize me to 
complain in his name of this outrage, but will take 
any part in it himself that shall be judged proper by 
the King’s* %,dministration ; and be seems much 
pleahed with the scheme in general.” Lord Sandwich 
was in his' element; he was revelling in an intrigue 
and indecenoy. As a leading member of the Govern- 
ment, he was anxious to show his zeal and loyally by 
crushing Wilkes, while he was quite as anxious to 
gratify his, thirst* for vengeance ‘upon the* man who 
pnee threV him into a frfinzy of t*ror, and made him 
atone for an ostentatious disbelief in God by a momen- 
tary belief in the DeviL , 

While Lord North was engaged in moving his resolu- 
tion in the House of Commons, Lord Sandwich, with 
* Stephens’s Memoirs of Home Tooke, vol. p. 100. 



$6 . ' ' 'JOHN W/Z^S. 

gusto, read aloud the Essay on Woman 
‘iu the Houle of Lords. The assembled peers Were 
shAeked ; Lord Haidwidke appealed to him not to 
cOutimm .to the end. With the poem, as a whole, the 
'Hoh|)|B: had no concern, for the complaint made was 
that a breach of privilege had been committed by 
attaching the name of the Lord Bishop of Gloucester 
to certain notes appended to the poem. But Lord 
Sandwich would not forego the satisfaction of torment- 
ing his hearers. As soon as the noble profligate and 
Minister of State had played his vile part, his ac- 
complice, Bishop Warburton, rose, and with well- 
feigned surprise and indignation, protested against’ 
the ears of himself and of his episcopal brethren 
being polluted with such filth, and volunteere<i the 
prediction that “the blackest fiends in hell” would 
not keep company with AVilkes when he should 
arrive there. He assumed that Wilkes was the 
author, little suspecting that the verses had been 
penned by Potter^ the reputed gallant of his wife. 
He pronouheed the poem “worthy of the Devil,” 
adding, after a pause, “No, I beg the Devil’s pardon : 
he is incapable of writing it.” 'This k^guage was open 
to one retqrt, which was, that it unduly circumscribed 
the power of Satan, and lo another, which Wilkes 
afterwards made in the following terms : “ He remem- 
bers the daution of* the wary Spaniard, who always 
said, ‘ my good lord, the DeVil,’ that ho might in all, 
events be in favour below. A few years ago, the 
bishop published a treatise upon> Grace, or the office 
and operation of the Holy Spirit, in the preface to 
which he says, ‘ I have a Master above, and 1 have one 
below.' Lord Bute has been his Master above ; is 
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the perton whose pardon he begged, his Hast^* 
below?”* 

Six nionths after this unnatural ahd scandalousr 
compact between Sandwich and Warburton, the latter 
applied to Mr. QrenvUle to be translated lio,Jthe 
Bishopric of London, then vacant, urging that he had 
“ nothing to support his pretensions but an unfeigned 
zeal for the service of religion, and pf his royal master.*' 
His royal master, however, thought as lightly of his 
Christianity as others, whose views Mrs. Montagu ex- 
pressed when she fiius wrote ftoncoming his defence of 
the Christian faith : “ The levity shocks me, the inde- 
cency displeases me, the grossierete disgusts me.** f War- 
% burton’s real temper was manifested upon Tcrrick being 
preferred before him as Bishop of London. Preaching 
in the royal chapel during the King’s illness in 1765, 
he contrasted Terrick with himself, picturing his rival 
as demerit improperly favoured, and himself as merit 
shamefully slighted and unappreciated. J No prelate 
on the •bench should have^ been more reluctant than 
he to complin of his name being used w’ithout per- 
mission ; for, when editing the Duncind, he wrote an 
introduction and,note8 in the name of Bentley,* solely 
with the view to bring the great scholar into .contempt, 
and to wreak his spite upon him. Walpole called* him 
•that “scurrilous mortal.” Bolingbroke declared that 
discussion with him would be as degrading as to 
‘‘ wrestle with a chimneiy-sweep.”* It is difficult to 
dctciminc whether Warburton’s conduct or that of Lord 
Sandytrich was the more culpable and blameworthy.. 
Though hypocrisy is not criminal in law, and is legally 

* Almon’s Memoirs, yoI. iii., p. 80. 

t A Lady of the Last Century, p. 85. 

X Walpole’s Memoirs of the Keign of Qeorge m.i yoL ii. p. 64. 
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less blameworthy than theft, yet a bishop who makes 
hypocrisy an instrument for advancement, is morally 
more censurable than a Secretary of State who steals 
by deputy, in order to punish a political opponent. ' 
A^^n the di^racefiil proceedings in the House of 
Lords were communicated to Pitt, he warmly repro- 
bated all who took part in them, and exclaimed, “ Why 
do not they search the Bishop of Gloucester’s study for 
heresy ?” 

The treachery and audacity of Lord S&ndwich 
astounded his old comrade and rival in wickedness, Sir 
Francis Dashwood, now Lord Le Despencer, who, 
lifting up his hands in amazement, said he had “ never 
before heard the Devil preach a sermon against sin.” • 
By the public at large this attempt to act as a censor 
upon Wilkes was regarded as a fresh confirmation of 
Sandwich’s profligacy. The Beggar’s Opera being 
played at this time, when Macheath uttered the words, 

“ But that Jemmy Twitcher should peach, I own sur- 
prises me,”., the entire audieUce applied them to Sand- 
wich, and he received the nickname of Jefiimy Twitcher 
by common consent. Shordy afterwards he was ex- 
pelled •from the Beefsteak Club for blasphemy. Five 
years later, when judgment ^as pronounced in the 
Douglas Case, he signalised himself as he had done in 
the case of WiIkes,iBpeaking for three hours, and “ scan- 
dalized the bishops,’ having, with his usual industry, 
studied even the miflwifeiy of the case, which be retailed 
with very little decency.”* He. disgraced himself 
Jn another way when there was » prospect of war with 
America; he confidently alleged that the rebellious 
colonists were rank cowards. Among jobbers he had 
* Walpole’s Lett^/Ommingltain’s edition, yol. iii. p. 303. 
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few equals ; lie had the daring, when First Lord of the 
Admiralty, to provide landsmen who were electors for 
the county of Huntingdonshire with the places, in 
Greenwich Hospital, solely intended for seamen who 
had fought and bled on behalf of their country. 

Tet none of his misdeeds alienated the affection of 
George the Third. The King respected a Minister 
who wmild go any length to serye him; this was 
enough ; no vice could mar so admirable a disposition. 
Late in life the Kii^, recapitulating the names of the 
First Lords of the .^miralty he liked the best, — Lord 
Egmont, Lord Howe, Lord Spencer, and Lord St. 
Vincent, — said that “ he valued Lord Sandwich above 
them all.” * Hardly any Minister had ever done more 
to ingratiate himself at Court in the way most success- 
ful when George the Third was on the throne ; 
for when Parliament was requested in 1769 to 
pay the King's debts, the amount being £613,000, 
“ Lord Sandwich made a mockery of unanimity, and. 
desired to see who •would vbte against a mea^ture that 
was personal* <b his Majesty.” It is not strange, 
then, lhat for nearly twenty years he was one of the' 
King's favourite ministers. That his bad moral* cha- 
racter and his contemptible servility alone recom- 
mended him for office, it would be unjust to maintain. 
The Sovereign was not the only persdh of unblemished 
morality who took pleasure in his company. Charles 
Bjitler has left a sketch of*him whiqh proves that he 
was something better than a mere rake, and it proves 
also that he was not n. little of a pretender : — “ Lord 
Sandwich .might serve as a model for a man of business. 

* Diaries of the Bight HoDourable Qeorge Bose, toI. ii. p. 163. 

t Walpole’s Letters, CanninghanL’s edition, vol, iii. p. 343. 
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He rose early, and, till a late dinner, dedicated his 
whole time to business : he was very methodical ; 
slow, not wearisome .; cautious, not suspicious ; rather 
a man of sense than a man of talent ; he had much 
real good-nature ; his promises might he relied on. 
His manners partook of the old court ; and he pos- 
sessed, in a singular degree, the art of attaching persons 
of every rank to h^ Few houses were more pleasant 
or instructive than his lordship’s ; it was filled with 
rank, beauty, and talent, and every one wfts at ease. 
He professed to be fond of music, and musicians 
flocked to him ; he was the soul of the Oatch Club, 
and one of the directors of the Concert of Ancient 
Music ; but (which is the case of more than one noble? 
and more than one gentle amateur) he had not the 
least real ear for musie, and was equally insensible of 
harmony and melody.” * Though no admirer of 
Sandwich, yet Walpole confirms all that is favourable 
ini the foregoing account : “ No man in the administra- 
tion was so much master *Df business, so quick or so 
shrewd, arid no man had so many public enemies who 
had so few private ; for though void of principles, he 
was void of rancour, and bore* with equal good humour 
the freedom with which his friends attacked him, and 
the ‘satire of his opponents.*” f Of liis external appear- 
ance, Fanny Burney has left this sketch made by her 
when a ^rl : “L(Ad Sandwich iff a tall, stout man, 
and looks as furrowed «end weather-proof as any 
sailor in the jaavy ; and, like most of the old set of 
^ that braye tribe, he has good^nature and joviality 
marked ifi every feature.” j; This sketch is quite 

* Beminiscences of Oharles Butler, yol. i. p. 72. 
t Walpole’s Memovre of the Eeign of George IIL, vol. iv. p. 257. . 
t ilemoira of l)r. Barney by Madame d’Arblay, yol. ii. p. 04. 
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iropartial, because its author was ignorant of the worst 
trait in his character. She expressed a desire to know 
" why he is called Jemmy Twitcher in the news- 
papers ? ” 

The act which gave him his nickname was entirely 
successful. Alone among the peers, Lords Saudys and 
Temple expostulated with the Minister for using 
papers, •surreptitiously obtained, tq the prejudice of 
an individual, and employing, as corroborative evi- 
dence, other papers obtained under a General Warrant 
held to be UlegaT. "Tndeceney.in verse, the Peers dis- 
liked ; in action, they thought it natural. At the 
bidding of the Minister, they voted that the poem was a 
breach of privilege, and that Wilkes was its author. 
Failing to bring him before them for punishment, it 
was ordered that he should be prosecuted by the Attor- 
ney-General in the Court of King’s Bench for having 
j)rinted and published an impious libel. Of incon- 
trovertible evidence proving him the author of the 
poem, not a tittle ^as supplied. 

Supposing'Wilkes 1;o have written any of the other 
parodies on Pope, his personal vindication is con- 
tained in a letter {jo his eonstituents at Aylesbuiy : — 
“ I should be^ superior to entering into any justifi- 
cation of myself, ’because * I will always maintain 
the right of private opinion in its fullest extent, when* 
it is not followed by any open, public offence to any 
establishmentf or, indeed,* to any 'individual. The 
crime commences from this point ; and the magistrate 
has then a right’to interfere, and even to punish out- 
rageous attacks upon what any community has decreed 
to be sacred. Not only the rules of good-breeding, 
but the laws of society are then infringed. In my 
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own closet I had a right to examine, and even to try 
by the keen edge of ridicule, any opinions 1 pleased. 
If I have laughed pretty freely at the glaring absur- 
dities of a creed which omr great Tillotsoif wished that 
tlfe Church of England was fairly rid of, it was in 
private I laughed. I gave no oflFence to any one indi- 
dual of the community. The fact is, that, after the 
affair of the North Briton, the Government bribed 
one of my servants to steal a part of the ‘ Essay on 
Woman,’ and the other pieces, out of my house. Not 
quite a fourth part of tjje volume fiaff been printed at 
my own private press. The work had been discon- 
tinued for several months, before I had the least know- 
ledge of the theft. Of that fourth part only twelve 
copies were worked off, and I never gave one those 
copies to any friend. In this infamous manner did 
Government get possession of this new subject of 
accusation ; and, except in the case of Algernon Sid- 
ney, of this new species of crime.” 

Mr. Grenville sent the dCing a minute account of 
the debate in the House of Cordmons^rSlative to the 
North Briton, and received in return a lettfer of 
thanks, containing the following gentence : — “ Your 
account pf the meeting last night gives me well- 
grotmded hopes that eveiything in Parliament will 
go well; the continuance of Wilkes’ impudence is* 
amazing, *when his *ruin is so near.’*’ In the course of 
that debate an incident occurred which might hav;e 
ended in the premature death of the man whom 
^ the King detested, and whose, approaching ruin he 
foretold. After Wilkes had addressed the House, Mr. 
Martin, an ex-Secretary of the Treasury, rose and 
upbraided him in opprobrious terms, adding that the 



63 


' SHOT^Y MARTIN. 

* 

author of the North Briton “was a malignant and 
infamous scoundrel, who had stabbed him in the 
dark.*' Mr. Martin, who was notoriously the sub- 
ordinate instrument of Henry Fox for corrupting the 
House of Commons, had been mentioned in merited 
and most uncomplimentary terms in the North Briton ^ 
eight months previously. He spent the interval in 
nursing his wrath and acquiring skill as a pistol 
shot. The duel for which he had assiduously pre- 
pared himself now took place, and Wilkes received a 
bullet in his stion^ch. A rumour circulated that he 
had been killed, and many partisans of the Ministry 
congratulated themselves upon the good riddance which 
.was the result, of Mr. Martin's deliberate action. 
However, the wound, though dangerous, was not 
mortal. The House of Commons took so much 
interest in his condition, and were so much dissatis- 
fied with the slowness of his recovery, as to order 
two medical men to attend him, but he refused to 
see the{n, and summoned tavo Scotchmen, Duncan and 
Middleton. • His ddctors told him that must keep 
quiet, avoid excitement, and not see company ; he 
assured them that he would obey their injunctions, 
and not see eyen his own wife. 

Alexander Dun* a Scot,. attempted to force his way 
*into his house, with the intention, was supposed, 
of murdering him in revenge for having satirized his 
countrymeli. • The evidenee of a criminal intent was 
very weak. He was tried and Acquitted, on the 
ground that hb evj/lently was more intent upon ^ 
y^ouring than upon committing murder. 

Parliament adjourned for the Christmas holidays, 
without taking further steps against Wilkes, and he, 



6^ irjjaafisu 

* V ' i 

naviag' 8u0oieii% tecoyca^a to tiAv^i, 'wei>t pS IJgti# 
for change of air^Aod some.* HjV y^'ound'lRCeftkiiig 
out afr^, he was uuhble to start hefiDra. 

Parliament fe-assOmbled. He s^t A £«rti« 

fichte to the Speaker, in which two WlneHtr 1?renoh 
doctors testified as to his rrilical eondit^o^) but 
this was deemed unsatisfactory by the pfdufls, > on 
the ground that it had not been sworn before a luotaiy. 
That the pretext was frivolous was proved by tint ma- 
jority refusing to grant time during Which to comply 
with the formality held ^ to bo indispeiisable. Indeed, 
the majority were too anxious to use their power to 
care anything for decency and fair play. 

A letter wtitten by Lord" Barrington to Mr. Mitohell 
seven days previously, furnishes conclusive proof that 
no consideration was to be extended towards one I'vhom 
the Mmistry and the Court had combined to extinguish. 
He says, “ I do not expect opposition fiom Mr. Pitt 
when the Pailiament reassembles ; and all other op- 
position is brutum fulmen. •Wilkes will be demolished 
'^etKer he**cuHlCS home or stay s*abroad, ‘and I think 
Government will lecovei vigour and dignity, both of 
which.it has greatly wanted m respect to its foreign 
and domestic relations.” * , 

- Accordingly, on the 1 9th of Januaiy, 1764, Wilkes 
was expelled for«having vuitten what, by a vote of 
the House, was held to be “ a scandalous and seditious 
hbeL” No conclusive proof of his having been the 
author of the North Briton, No. 4.5, had been offered 
to Parliament : no conviction . had been recorded 
against him in a court of law. The crime was first 

* Quoted from the Mitohell MSS., lu jt footnote to Chatham Corres- 
pondence, Yol. u. p. 271« 
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trac^ ef were neither numerous nor staunch, 

tfuh had predicl^d, his ruin was nei^ ; 

the .&iends hadv cctn^ired to rid him of a 

'dreaii^^upt^o^nt. 

j On t£er^lpt of the succeeding inonth, he was tried 
in th^ Court of King’s Bench, and found guilty of 
repUbhshing No. 45, and of printing and publishing 
that EsfsAy on Woman which he had carefully 
concealed in his desk, which had been stolen there- 
from by an agent of the Gce^emment, and made 
public for the timt and only time by Lord Sandwich 
in th^ House of Lords. As he did not appear in 
Court at the trial, sentence was deferred ; and as he 
continued to absent himself, he was outlawed. Thus, 
to all appearance, his luiu was finally accomplished, 
•and the King triumphant. 

Yet, though no Jonger prasent in the flesh to stir up, 
or be the pretent for Stinfe, he had not altogetlier ceased 
to give trouble to the Government, and to cause personal 
anxiety to the King. «A spectre had been raised 
which disquieted every friend of the Constitution, 
whether overflowing with ' sympathy for Wilkes' or 
filled with abhorrence of his condueit. In the power 
to issue and act upon a General Warrant— that is a 
warrant to’ apprehend and imprisoft any one whom 
tte bearer suspected of being guilty^ or of participa- 
tion in the guilt of a vaguely defined ofience, — ^the . 
most learned constitutional lawyers and the simplest 
country gentlemen beheld the germs of a tyranny as 
grinding and intolerable as an}d;hing for which their 





66 


i^omr ivilJCES. 

f 

forefathere liad denounced Tudor or Stuart, and had 
risked their lives to resist. It was neither defence 
nor palliation to urge, as was earnestly and shamefully 
urged by the servile worshippers of the Crown, that 
the right to issue such warrants was sanctioned by 
precedents, and justified by results. After the 3rd of 
May, 1695, any act done by virtue of a General 
Warrant, in restraint of the liberty of the Press, was 
utterly arbitrary and illegal. The Lord Chief Justice 
of the Common Fleas went so far as to stigmatise all 
such instruments as “ unconstitutional,* illegal, and abso- 
lutely void.”. It was proved, beyond all doubt, that the 
Duke of Newcastle aq^ Pitt had availed themselves of' 
these convenient forms oT despotism to uphold the 
principles of freedom. Their excuse was that they had 
acted on that necessity which, as Lord Eldon loved to 
maintain at a later day, was more imperious than any 
law ; and which William Pitt, in one of his earliest 
speeches, truly characterised as “ the plea for every in- 
fiingement of human fireejom. It was the argument 
of tyrants* : it was the creed of Slaves^” ♦ To .make a 
divinity of precedent, and to hold that a particular act 
is legalized by the frequency^of its unlawful repetition, 
is a compon practice of British lawyers ; a practice 
which has led to the e^ablishmdnt of many legal 
scarecrows which mere lawyers treat with profound 
respect, find men ctf sense with contempt and ridicule. 

When Sir William Meredith moved* that General 
Warrants were illegal, he encountered a determined 
resistance from the Ministry, {or this was equivalent 
to a condemnation of the entire proceedings against 
the proprietor of the North Briton. Many of their 


* Pitt’s Speeches, toI. i. p. 01. 



67 


1 

JPJSBATE ON^GEJVBXAL’ IVABBANTS. 

\ 

habitual supportera could not deny that the 'warrant 
was bad in law, and detestable in principle. Some 
of them held places under Government or at Court, 
among whom were three colonels, Conway, Barr^, and 
A’Court. They were ready to go great lengths in 
ol)edience to the King ; they had voted for the 
expulsion of Wilkes untried and imconvicted, but fhey 
shrank from giving to the Ministry a power as un- 
controlled as that exercised by any Persian despot. 
Kemembeiing that one of the reasons for expelling 
Wilkes was that fie had cast, aspersions upon Parlia- 
ment, it is startling to find Sir Fletcher Norton, the 
Solicitor-General, and the most thorough-going defender 
of General Warrants, sneer at any resolution con- 
demnatory of them, and bluntly tell the House, with- 
out being called to order by the Speaker, “ If I were 
a Judge, I should pay no more regard to this resolu- 
tion than to that of a drunken porter.” Well might 
Walpole write to the Earl of Hertford, that had " old 
Onslow been in Jthe Chair, I believe he VTO'uld have 
knocked hlns don^ with the mace.” * Charles 
ToT^shend, though anxious to be in favour with 
the Court, and bearing no friendship for Wilkes, was 
yet obliged to protest most emphatically against the 
dictum of Norton, and to ^int out that “ one advan- 
*tage had been derived from Wilkes; he had stopped 
a growing evil. Nobody could 'think what thirty 
* jrears more might have done. This warrant, without 
description of person,- might take up any man under 
any description of libel.” f The debate was as pro- 
tracted as it was acrimonious. Two nights were 

♦ Letters of HoraoelValpol^Cunnmffl^am’B edition, yol. iv. p. 190. 
t Walpole's Memoirs of the Beign of l^rge III., yol. i. p. 378. 
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devoted to it, the House sitting on the first of them 
for seventeen successive hours before adjourning. 
Every available voter was brought down to support 
the Jdinistry or the Opposition ; the spectacle of the 
halt and the sick swathed in flannels encumbering 
the floor, reminding the not too reverent Walpole of 
the inspired account of the Pool of Bethesda. Fearing 
defeat on the mayi issue, the Ministry escaped 
direct censure by moving an amendment to postpone 
the debate for four months. This was carried by a 
majority unprecedentedly pmall in'tlfose'days, the num- 
bers being 232 to 218. The King, with the respect 
for free and honest discussion he invariably displayed, 
determined to punish those *who, having any place in 
his service, had voted in the minority. He could^not, 
— so he wrote to Mr. Grenville with regard to Conway, 
one of the honest men, — ^trust his army “ in the hands 
of a man who votes in Parliament against him.” 
George the Third detested to see others act inde- 
pendently,^ as much as he epumed ^y restriction on 
his own freedom.' ^ u - 

Upon Wilkes learning that he had been expelled 
from the House of Commons, he considered it prudent 
to fix his residence abroad, and in this ^resolution he 
was confirmed by the verdict of guilty found against 
him in the Court -©f King’s Bench. He fairly argued 
that, should he appear to receive sentence. Lord Chief 
Justice Mansfield, whose ‘courtly sycophancy was 
notorious, might inflict upon him the heaviest punish- 
ment in his power. Nor could he feeT certain of find- 
ing in popular enthusiasm an adequate compensation 
^or judicial severity and royal malevolence. Writing 
from Paris on the'20th of January, 1764, to his fidend. 
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Mr. Humphrey Cotes, in whose hands he had placed 
his private affairs, in whom he implicitly trusted, but 
who appears to have been, what he has been styled, 
an accomplished swindler, he says : “ I have in ^my 
own case experienced the ficldeness of the people. I 
was almost adored one week ; the next, neglected, 
abused, and despised.” He was in great straits for 
money. He had always been a spendthrift. Had it 
not been for the generosity of some members of the 
Liberal Opposition, with the Marquess of Rockingham 
at their head, he would soon 'have been unable to pro- 
cure the very necessaries of life. However, these 
sympathisers with his misfortunes put him in pos- 
sessipn of a sum wherewith to live abroad in comfort, 
the total contribution amounting to an income of 1000/. 
a year. They thought it better, alike for him and for 
their party, that he should not return to England, and 
were highly gratified when they learned that he had 
decided upon going to Italy and making a sojourn 
there. * * ’ 

He 8tarte<f for Italy in the spring of 1765 . His 
letters to his daughter contain a full account of 
his journeyings? few of the particulars, however, 
have retained their interest. An exception ig his 
account of the Festival of St. Januarius, given in 
a letter from Naples on the of Mp,y, 1765 ; 
now that jniracles have become frequent and fashion- 
.-able, it is curious to read how & famous one was 
performed about a century ago: "Last Saturday I 
assisted at the great festival which is kept twice a 
year here. It is on occasion of the liquefaction of the 
blood of St. Januarius, the patron of the kingdom 
of Naples. All the nobility and the people were 



" y'OHN WILKES. 

liaaeiabl^ Tho^e was a very fine concert performed 
in the clmfdi where this miracle was to be performed. 
A* cardinal came in great pomp, dressed in his scarlet 
robe^ ; and soon after was brought a glass case, con- 
taining two crystal phiala These were held up to the 
peofde. 1 stood on the steps of the altar, and saw in 
the largest a thick red substance, which looked like 
coagulated blood. In the smaller phial was a substance 
not so thick. After the glass case containing the phial 
had been held up for some time, it was brought near 
a head of the saint, made of brass, but having a large 
mitre entirely covered with jewels and precious stones. 
The cardinal then repeated, several prayers in Latin, 
and kept turning about the glass case fdr about twenty 
minutes ; when, on a sudden, bowing to the people, he 
cried out, *The miracle is done,’ in Italian, and the 
multitude seemed frantic with joy, the women espe- 
cially. A little before they were grown mad with 
impatience, and began to tear their hair, beat their 
breasts, and^ make furious bowlings, prayitig God to 
pray St. Januaiius to perform the muacie. K the 
miracle does not happen (in the Neapolitan phrase), 
the people here expect some dreadful, disaster. After 
the liquefaction, the cardinal (on hi,s knees), the Im- 
perial ambassador, &c., &c., kissed the relic with great 
devotion. The j^ople now think themselves safe 
against Vesuvius, and all other dangers, for six months 
at least. I shotdd ^have meiitioned that ft sacred ora- 
torio is performed in the church just before the lique- 
faction, the book of which was given me. There are 
three perwns introduced in this oratorio, — God AI- 
mighly, Religion, and the City of Naples.” • 

* Almoxi’s Memoirs, yoL u. p. 16i. 
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During his stay in Naples, Wilkes projected a His- 
tory of England from the time of the Bevolulion, and 
a biography of his friend Churchill, who had died 
suddenly at Boulogne a year previously, as well as an 
annotated edition of his works. He r^as ambitious to 
justify the reputation he had gained as a writer. In 
a letter to Mr. Cotes he announces that he will never 
risk ahy crudities with the public,” and he adds a 
reflection resembling that which Bentley expressed in 
the apophthegm whidi Dr. Johnson was fond of repeat- 
ing : “ No man who had any reputation, was ever wrote 
out of it but by himself.” Writing to Mr. Almon, 
with whom he had arranged for the publication of his 
History, he promises to take care that his first 
volume shall make the nation wild for the rest of the 
work.” This proved to be an entire miscalculation ; 
he never produced anything except an introductory 
chapter, which was the reverse of sensational. The 
notes to ChurchiH’s poems were disappointing. Wilkes 
was a better journalist than an author. 

At this tilde his pofitical prospects had improved. The 
K ing had finally succeeded in getting rid of George 
Grenville, during, whose Administration Wilkes had 
been prosecuted. The ^in^ himself had sufQ^d what 
he considered persecution at the hands of his Prime- 
*Minister. The latter was an intolerable proser, and 
the former an impatient listener. * “ When Mr. Gren- 
;yille has wearied me foif two hours, he looks at his 
watch to see if he may not tire me for an hour more,” 
was the pathetic complaint of the King. To such a 
pitch had the King^s aversion risen that he told Lord 
Hertford : “ I would sooner meet Grenville at the 
point of the sword than let him into my closet,” and 
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Jie’e^ressed the sam^^. thought iu even more emphatic 
laxyguage wh^ he said to Colonel Fitzroy : “ 1 would 
lather see the Devil in my closet than Mr. Grenville/’ 
From the Administration of Lord Rockingham, 
wfiich succeeded that of George Grenville, and was 
nicknamed by Charles Townshcnd the “ Lutestring 
Administration,” Wilkes expected some substantial 
favour as a recompense for his struggles and trisda 
But, receiving nothing more than a private donation 
from the pockets of the new Ministers, he was bitterly 
disappointed, and wrote^ “ You cSn never trust any 
ministers in our country. The Whigs in power turn 
Tories ; though, alas 1 the Tories in power do not turn 
Whigs.” Yet this Ministry did not •altogether merit 
such a reproach. They procured the repeal of the 
Stamp Act, introduced in a moment of culpable 
thoughtlessness by Mr. GrcnviUe, with the view of 
increasing the revenue of Great Britain, and with the 
result of exciting an outbreak in the American 
Colonies. At their instanae, the Hpuse of Commons 
took into consideration the subj6ct oft General War- 
rants. The argument against them could not logically 
be evaded since Lord Halifax»had pjeaded privilege of 
peerage m an action for damages brought against him 
by Wilkes. Sir William Meredith^ forcibly said, “ If 
they who Issued the warrants, had put themselves on' 
the justice of their’ coimtry, it would have alleviated 
them guilt, but while the privilege of the House of 
Commons was gfven up, the privilege of the other 
House interfered to stop justice.'I By a large majority 
the Commons now decided that General Warrants, as 
well as all acts done in virtue of them, were illegal, 
and, in the case of a member of Parliament, constituted 
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breaches of privilege. Thtis aim of Wilkes re- 
ceived Parliameutary approval, while the nation was 
relieved from all apprehension of free discussion in the 
Press being again impeded by Ministers exercising 
arbitrary and irresponsible authority. * 

Unable to maintain his ground against the subtle 
opposition of the King and the King’s friends, Lord 
Eockingham resigned, and was s^^cceeded by tlie 
famous and fatal mosaic Administration in which 
Chatham* was the most conspicuous member, and the' 
Duke of Grafton the First Lord of the Treasury 
Never has Walpole’s prescience been so marked than in 
what he wrote to Mr. Montague immediately before this 
Administration was formed ; “ The plan will probably 
be to* pick and cull from all quarters, and break all 
parties as much as possible. From this moment I date 
the wane of Mr.^ Pitt’s glory ; he will want the 
thorough bass of drums and trumpets, and is not 
made for peace.” 

Wilbes presumed upon ai> intimate persona^ acquaint- 
ance with theiDuke of Grafton to solicit his aid to 
obtaih a pardon. To such a request, he believed that 
Chatham would ijot object. In a letter to the Duke, 
he said : “ 1 have had as warm and expres^, declara- 
tions of regard as could be made by this mafble- 
Tiearted friend (Pitt) ; and Mr. Pitt had, no doubt, his 
views in even feeding me with flattery fropa time to 
^me ; on occasions, too, where candour and indulgence 
were all I could claim.” This letter was written in 
London whither he had come, notwithstanding his out- 
lawry, at the suggestion, as he alleged, of Colonel 
Fitzroy, the Duke of Grafton’s brother. The reply 
was a verbal message to the efiect, “*1 can do nothing 
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without Lord Chatham. Mr. Wilkes must write to 
Ijord Chatham.” Immediately after receiving this, 
Wilkes ordered a post-chmse, and started for the 
Continent.* 

At the beginning of March, 1768, he again returned 
to London without any attempt at concealment, and 
forwarded a petition for pardon to the King. No 
answer was returned. Yet the Ministers were*now as 
anxious as himself that the pardon should be granted ; 
the King, however, was not only inexorable’, but ex- 
pressed his displeasure at the request being preferred. 
The Bishop of Carlisle, in a letter to Mr. Grenville, 
thus depicts the position of , the Grafton administration : 
“ The Ministers are embarrassed to the last degree how 
to act with regard to Wilkes. It seems they are afraid 
to press the King for his pardon, as that is a subject 
his Majesty will not easily hear the least mention of ; 
and they are apprehensive, if he has it not, that the 
mob of London will rise in his favour, which God 

forbid.”!.. . • . • 

Parliament having been dissolved, Wtlltes conceived 
the bold stroke of coming* forward as a candidate to 
represent the City of London! He issued an address, 
attended meetings of the eleetprs, aqd was most flatter- 
ingly received. The excitement took the thoroughly 


* Entries in the private note-book of Sir Joshua Reynolds, who 
was a constant inend of Wilkes and his family, ma^ it appear as if 
Wilkes had more than^nce visited London inco^ito. It is possiblO^ 
however, that some of the references to visits paid by Sir Joshua with 
special precautious as to secrecy, relate to his brother, Mr. Heaton 
Wilkes, whose ill-success in business ndiy have led him to live in 
a retired way so as to escape from ^ cr^tors. Whether Wilkes 
^frequently visited London or not during his outlawry is a matter of 
too slight consequence to merit discussion. Sea the Life of Sir Joshua 
Beyndds, by Mr. LosHe and Mr. Tom Taylor, vol. i., pp. 237 and 258. 
t Qrenyille Papers, vol. iii. p. 241. 
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national fonn of betting upon the chances of his return. 
Walpole says that “ bets on his success were turned into 
stock ; and in the phrase of the times he was done, 
like other wagers on the funds.” One of (Jeoige^ 
Selwyn’s correspondents confirms this The bets in 
Change Alley, whether he will succeed or no, make 
another regular stock, and find as much employment 
for the brokers as ever the India business did. To-day 
they give sixty to return one hundred if he was 
elected.”* * He obtained 1,247 votes, but was unsuc- 
cessful On the day following 4he declaration of the 
poll, he issued an address to the freeholders of the 
County of Middlesex. In one^of the Middlesex electors 
he had a fervent ‘admirer : this was the Eev. John 
Horne, Vicar of Brentford, better known as Home 
Tooke, and a man of so much importance in the 
locality as to give Mason a reason for writing the line, 
“Brentford, the bishopric of Parson Horne.” This 
clerical patriot had composed a song to celebrate the 
release ofi Wilkes from the Tower. He made Jiis per- 
sonal acquaintadbc in *France, and, after parting from 
him, wote letters, to which ’Wilkes returned no reply, 
filled with fulsome complifhents, expressing his regret 
to find that Steme did nqt speak “ with that jc^armth 
and enthusiasm that I expect from every one tHat 
knows you.”t At a later period he Vituperated the 
man he had revered. For the present, however, he 
^Ijlirew his whole energies into the Middlesex elec- 
tion, canvassing ,for Wilkes, lauding his merits at 
private meetings, appearing on the hustings as his 
supporter. Earl Temple contributed his part by 

* George Selwyn and his Cont6X|^rarie8» ii« p. 265. 

t Stephens’s Memoin| of Home Tooke, vol. i. p. 77. 
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providing the popular candidate with the necessary 
form of freehold qualification then exacted from 
every Knight of the. Shire. The Duke of Portland 
was another of his aristocratic supporters. The 
election took place at Brentford, on the 28th of 
March. At the close of the poll the numbers were 
— ^Mr. Wilkes, 1,292 ; Mr. ^Cooke, 827 ; Sir W. B. 
Proctor, 807. • 

This result tlirew the Ministry and the courtiers 
into consternation. The mob was in ecstasies at the 
victory of a persecuted man over a relentless Court. 
As the rabble had cheered and compelled others to 
cheer and to illuminate .their houses five years pre- 
viously for “Wilkes and No. 45,” so* now they ^houted 
and compelled others to shout and illuminate for 
“ Wilkes and Liberty.” No person, however high his 
rank, was able to claim exemption from the ordeal of 
declaring for Wilkes, or risking his life. . In one case, 
recorded by Walpole, the privileges of an ambassador 
were disregarded in a ‘manner ‘which might have 
proved serious had it not been abSlirdly ludicrous. 
“ The Count de Seilem, the Austritm ambassador, the 
most stately and ceremonious of men, they took out of 
his coach; and chalked 4.5 on the ^olc of his “Shoe. He 
coihplained in form of the insult : it was as difiicult 
for the Ministeri; to . help laughing as to give him 
redress.”* Some of the persons who, in every age, 
find an object upon which* to exercise perverted inge- 
nuity, or ixi pass the time which Jhey cannot use- 
fully employ, busied themclves with No. 46 in the 
most unpractical and unprofitable fashion. According 
to Walpole, writing, two months later, “ It is a barren 

* Memoirs of the Boiga of George m., toI. iii. p. 190. 
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season for all bat cabalists, who can compound, divide, 
multiply No. 45 forty-five thousand different ways. 

1 saw in the papers to-day, that somehow or other 
this famous number and the number of the beast in 
the Revelations is the same — an observation from* 
which different persons wiU draw different conclu- 
sions.” * 

These occurrences naturally heightened the desire 
of the Ministry to disarm Wilkes by pardoning 
him. But* the King’s obstinacy and aversion could 
not be overcome, hveu though Lord Mansfield coun- 
selled mercy. Indeed, the determination to punish 
Wilkes at all hazards was so predominant in the royal 
breast that the King made a' worm complaint to the 
Ijord Chief Justice “ of the conduct of the present 
Ministers, particularly of the Duke of Grafton, that a 
man in his situation should propose a pardon.” 
Neither the counsels of prudence nor the maxims of 
good policy could restrain the monarch when his per- 
sonal feelings inclined him tp a particular course. It 
mattered nothing to Mm what the mob might do in 
their 'Violence, or the Middlesex electors in the exer- 
cise of their constitutional functions. His mind was 
made up as to, the right step to be taken ; in other 
words, he was prepared to pile blunder upon blunder, 
atid to crown one illegal aet with another more illegal 
and more abominable still. A month after the elec- 
tion, he wrote to Lord North : “ Though relying 
(^tirely on your attachment to my person, as well as 
f I your hatred of* any lawless proceeding, yet I think 

I highly expedient to apprise you that Ure expulsion 

I 

* Walpole’s Lettero, Ounninghaixi’s edition, vol. y. p. 111. ' 
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of Mr. Wilkes appears to be very essential, and must 
be effected.” * 

Meantime, Wilkes, though a declared violator of the 
laws of the land as well as one of the members for the 
•county of Middlesex, had yet been fortunate enough to 
get his outlawry reversed on a purely technical point. 

In declaring for the reversal of the outlawry. Lord 
Chief Justice Mansfield uttered one of finest 
specimens of judicial oratory ever heard from the 
bench. He then used the phrase which has* often been 
repeated since, and for which un barlier author has 
been sought in vain : — Justitia rmt Ccelum.” . 
With a felicity of diction in keeping with his dignity ■ 
of demeanour, he referred to the threats which had been 
used to intimidate those who might think fit f6 maior ' 
tain the outlawry, and made the declaration which has 
been justly admired : — “ I do not -affect to scorn* the 
opinion of mankind ; I wish earnestly for- popularity ; * 
I will seek and have popuLsuity ; but I will tell you 
how I will obtain it, — I will have that popularity 
which follows, and not that which is nm after.’^ 

Wilkes now appeared to receive the sentence of the. 
Court of King’s Bench for the two offences of which 
a jury had found him guilty, ^fore sentence was 
prohounced he made a* statement in Court to the 
. effect that, though he had written No. 45, yet he w&s 
not the author of the North Briton as a whole. As 
for the other charge, the tpublication of a poem that 
had given just offence, he asserted that such an id^ 
never entered his mind : — “ Tjvelvo* copies of a small 
part of it had been printed at my house, at my own 


• o 

* OoixeBpondenoe of George wiGi Lord NSrih, yoL i. p. 2. 
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piivi^te press. I carefully locked them up, and I 
ja&ver gave one to my most intimate friend. Govem- 
,ment^ after the affair of the North Briton, bribed one 
of my servants to rob me of the copy, which was pro- 
duced' in. the House of ’ Peers, and afterwards before 
this honourable Court. The nation was justly nffended, 
but not with me, for it was evident that I had not 
been guilty of the least offence to the public. I 
pray God to forgive, as I do, the jury, who have found 
me guilty of publishing a poem I concealed with 
eare, and which ijj^ not even yet published, if a 
preci^ meaning can l>e afBiM to any word in our 
language.” • He was sentenced to be imprisoned 
for twenty-two months, to pay a fine of 1000 A, and to 
find gscurity for good behaviour for seven years after 
V the term of imprisonment had expired. For the first 
time in like cases, to stand in the pillory was not 
included in the punishment. It was doubtless feared 
that' to put him in the pillory would lead to rioting, 
and mi^t redound to the glorification of the victim. 

When he; first* surrendered, and was sent to the 
King’s Bench prison in custody of the marshal, the 
populace had shown the^ spirit by making a violent 
attempt at rescue ; stopped the coach, forced the 
marshal ojit of it, and drew Wilkes away in* triumph. 
As soon as he found a pretext for parting from his 
too boisterous and violent admirers, he did so, and 
escaped int(^ the prison.. The general belief was 
that at the meeting of Farliament,>Wilkes would be 
released, and allowed to take his seht. In anticipa- 
.tion of popular tumults on the occasion, the King 
had given orders to have the military in< readiness, 

^ ^ Wilkes’s Speeches, OctaTO edition, p. IdS. 



• \ ^ 

X<Oi^ Weymouth; Secwtary of* State, wrote to 
Mt. Daniel Ponton, Chairman of the Quarter Sessions 
at Lamheih, requesting him not to acruple shout em- 
ploying the soldiers to quell a riot , 

• What had been foreseen and prepared for duly 
occurred. A dense crowd assembled before the prison 
in St George’s Fields, on the morning of the 10th of 
May. A Highland regiment was in readiness a short 
way off. Finding* that Wilkes was not to be released, 
the mob grew riotous ; the magistrate ordered the 
soldiers to fire ; they obeyed, and .several persons were 
wounded. Pursuing la young man who had made 
himself conspicuous, three soldiers entered an outhouse 
where they thought he hsal taken rq^uge, and one of 
them bayoneted another man dressed in a similar 
way, but who was wholly innocent of partici[)ation in 
the riot. An inquest was held on this man, whose 
name was Allen, and the jury returned a verdict of 
wilful murder against Mr. Ponton, the magistrate who 
had ordered the firing, and against the soldier who 
had used' his bayonet witlh fatal e’fFect. Mr. Ponton 
was tried and acquitted ; . the fwjldier was dismissed 
the service and rewarded \^ith a pension. On the 
day following the liot, liord Bairington, Secretary at 
Wax, issued a general orddr coifvcying the special 
thanks of the Kyig to the soldiei-s for the manner in 
which they had behaved, and stating “ that every 
possible regard should be ghown to thepi ^ their zeal 
and good behaviofur on this occasion deservq it ; anif 
in case any disagreeable circuipstanct} should happen 
in the execution of their duty, they shall have every 
defence and protection that the law can authorize 
and this office ca^n give.” * 



STi JlfASS4t:j^ 

Altjb^mig^ thct biwdt cotUtselled the ezpTih&oti of 
WillMai jbtimediatel^ aftei* |^e meeting qf Parliament 
in Ma^^ yt^ nothing -vm ^(me for ten months to give 
effect to the royal vdsh. Indeed, the JUinistry were 
teluCtQnt to move. The Duke of Grafton desired at’ 
first that Qo ohstadq should be interposed to 
thememher for Middlesex taking his sqat. Having 
learned that Wilkes purposed petitioning the House 
and recounting his grievances, the Duke sent Mr. 
Fitzherbert to see Mr. Almon, and cany the assur- 
ance that, if the ‘petition were^ withheld, “ no attempt 
should be made in Parliament against him.” Mr. 
Fitzherbert afterwards went and delivered the same 
message to Wilkes in persdn. The reply was that, 
thinking it his duty to send the petition, ho could 
not alter his plan. On this Mr. Almon remarks, 
“ it was a principal feature in Mr. Wilkes’s charactter 
that, when he had 'taken a resolution, he never 
changed it.” The petition was presented, and de- 
clared to be frivoloua 

* * • • * 

Seven moi^hg aftej? the fatal riot in St. George’s 

Fields, Wilkes procured a Hjopy of Lord Weymtmth’s 
official letter to Mr. Ponton, and forwarded it, with 
an introductory sentence, for insertion in, the St. 
Jmnes’s Chronicle* The short preface ran thus^ — 
** I send you the following authentic .State paper, the 
date of which, prior by more than three weeks to the 
fatal 10th yL&y, shows h<w long the horrid 'massacre 
in St. George’s Fields had been planned and deter- 
mined upon, before it| was carried into execution, 
and how Imig a hellish project can be brooded over 
by some infernal spirits without one moment’s 
remorse.” Lord Barrington complained in the House 

O 
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of Commons of this publication, and proesured an 
order for the summoning and examination of Wilkes. 
At the bar of the House he avowed himself the 
urriter of the sentence, justifying himself by adding, 
** Whenever a Secretary of State shall dare to vndte so 
bloody a scroll, 1 will through life dare to write such 
prefatory remarks, as well as to make my appeal 
to the nation on the occasion.*' Before he had 
appeared and s^ken these words, the House had 
resolved that the introductory sentence was “ an in- 
^lent, scandalous, and sediti^s ^bel, tending to 
indame and stir up the minds of his Majesty’s sub- 
jects to sedition, and to a total subversion of aU good 
order and legal goverunfent." After he had avowed 
the authorship and gloried in the act. Lord Barrington 
moved that he be expelled for having written three 
libels — the forty-fifth number of the North Briton^ 
the Essay on Woman, and the introduction to Lord 
Weymouth’s letter. It was urged in opposition, that 
he had already been punished for the ^wo first 
offences,* and that the last, being an offence against a 
peer, was not within the. province of the House to 
notice, far less to resent. Even George Grenville could 
not be a party to this gross injustice, shameful persecu- 
tion, an^ political blunder. *He poin^ out that the 
charge was cuiqulative, no single one of the alleged 
offences deserving to be treated in the way propos^. 
The esqpedimcy of expeUyig a man bgcftuse he had 
written the NoiHh Briton might be admitted, while 
the propriety of expelling a ntSn twice because he 
had been expelled once, could not rationally be 
maintained. However, after a long debate, the second 
expulsion of Wijkes was carried by 219 to 137. 
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This decision was amved at on the Sidof Febmacy, 
1769. On the 16th of the same month, he was re> 
turned again without opposition. Next day there was 
a great debate in the House. The Ministry held that 
the expulsion of Wilkes incapacitated him for r^ 
election. They were powerfully supported hj a young 
member, Charles James Fox, who, in the case of 
Wilkes, had imbibed the opinions of his &ther and of 
his family, an<f made himself the mouth>piece of their 
prejudices. Dr. Blackstone, an older member, and a 
man of distingilishod reputation, took the same side. 
George Grenville made a reply to him which was cer- 
tainly crushing, and ought to have been conclusive. 
He cited the nine caused of disqualification which 
Blackstone had eniunerated in his CommenUiries^ 
among which expulsion was not named. The list 
ended vdth these words, ** but subject to the standing 
restrictionar and disqualifications every subject is 
eligible of common right.” Nothing could be clearer 
than that, in the deliberate, opinion of Dr. Blaokstone, 
there was ns purecedent for declaring Wilkes* ineligible, 
in the circumstances, to>sit in Parliament. This is 
rendered certain by the disingenuous action of that 
eminent writer and inconsiderate politician. In 
the edition of hi& work j^blished 'after Wilkes > had 
'been declared ineligible, the sentence quoted above 
did not end at ** common right,*' but continued as 
follows : ''’thpugh there are instances where persons, 
in particular circumstances, have forfeited that com- 
mon light, and bh^ declared ineligible for that 
Parliament by a vote of the House of Commons, or for 
ever by an Act of the Legislature.” • 

* Note Denis le Ifaxdiaat to Walpole’s Memoirs of tile Beign 

of George lu., Tol. m. p. 363. » 
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Whm sucli was the course pursued by the men 
oi ability, stupider men were naturally ready to 
Fote as they were directed ; accordingly, the House 
reserved : ** That John Wilkes, Esquire, having been 
i^ this Isession of Parliament expelled this House, was, 
and is, incapable of being elected a member to serve 
in the present Parliament." The Middlesex freeholders 
thought otherwise ; they re-dlected him a month after- 
wards. His opponent was Mr. Dingfey, who could 
not get a proposer and seconder. That election was 
declared void on the following da^; 

The Government now resolved to set up an official 
candidate in opposition to the declared favourite of 
the constituency. To find'a suitable man was no easy 
task. As Walpole remarks, ** A man of the fihnest 
virtue, or a ruffian of dauntless prostitution,” was re- 
quii'ed. The choice fell on Colonel Luttrell, who was 
already in Parliament, but who undertook, out of grati- 
tude for future favours, to serve the Government on 
this occasion. He had th^ additional inducement of 
personally* detesting WUkes. Two^voluqteers appeared 
in the persons of Mr. Serjeant Whittaker and Captain 
Boache. Colonel Luttrell had^the en^usiastic support 
of Lord Holland and his sons. Lord Holland 
had ‘not forgiven Wilkes* for having attacked the 
Bute Administration in which he was an active* 
and unscrupulous Agent in furthering the views of 
the Court; he still cherished the hope* of being 
prmnoted to an eaHdom, and he doubtless thought that 
active enmity towards the man yrhbm^e King hated 
was ^e most certain way in which to win royal 
,fqq>roval and reward. His eldest son, Stephen Fox, 
proposed Colond Luttrell. The result was that, on the 
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13th of April, Wilkes was returned for the fourth time. 
He obtained 1,143 votes ; Luttreli, 296 ; Whittaker, 5; 
and Roache none. 

On the very evening of the election, the House of 
Commons resolved, **That Mr. Luttreli ought to have 
been returned.” A petition was presented from the 
freeholders of Middlesex, praying to be heard at the 
bar. Their chosen advocates were permitted to appear, 
and they advanced indisputable arguments to prove 
that Wilkes had been duly elected. Having heard these 
unanswerable arguifhsnts, theJElouse resolved on the 8th 
Ma) That Henry Lawes Luttreli, Esquire, is duly 
elect a Knight of the Shire to serve in the present 
Farllatnent fof the county of Middlesex.” The 
monstrosity 'of these proceedings is obvious from a 
bare recital ; if comment be needed, it cannot be more 
appropriately given than in the words of Burke 
“ Thus ended the fifth act of this tragi-comedy : a 
tragi-comedy acted by his Majesty’s servants, at the 
desire” of several persons <of quality, for ^e benefit 
of Mr. Wilkee, an^ at the expense of the Consti- 


^tion.” 

^^9^w began a struggle? compared with which the con- 
test^ the condemnation of General Warrants was but 
an insignificant skirmish. The case was not merely that 
of an individual to whom a great wrong had been 
done ; th^ constitutional right of electors to choose 
their representatives was in jeopiudy. What had hap* 
pened to Middlesex might be the lot of any county in 
the land. The House of Commons might be composed 
of men representing a contemptible minority of the 
electors ; if the principle upheld by the Ministry pre- 
vailed, the House might even be self-elected. Thus 
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it 'Wbb tiiat the cry of “ Wilkes and Liberty” became, 
not the hasty and aimless utterance of the rabble, 
but the watch-word of a great party composed of the 
noblest spirits in the land. 

“^By Lord Chatham, in the House of Lords, the pro- 
ceedings in the case of the Middlesex election were 
denounced with extraordinary vehemence. At the 
opening of the session on the 9th of January 1770, he 
• moved an amendment to the address, to the effect that 
in order to appease popular discontent the case of the 
expulsion of John Wilkes^ should - be taken into con- 
sideration. This was vigorously supported by Lord 
Camden, who now atoned for a rather too lax vigilance 
over the public interests by making a confession of 
the experience ho had gone through, and of the wul>8 
he had suffered and borne in silence. Lord Mansfield 
opposed the motion, making personal reflections upon 
Wilkes, and to him Lord Chatham made the following 
incomparable reply The character and circum- 
stances of Mr. Wilkes haye been .very improperly 
introduced* into this question, nof only, hbre, but in 
that court of judicature where his cause was tried, I 
mean tJie House of Commons. With one party he 
was'a patriot of the first magnitude ; w^th the other 
the vilest incendiary. For my own part I consider 
him merely and indifferently as an English subject, ' 
possessed of certain fights which the laws have given 
him, and which the laws alone can take frem bim , I 
am neither moved Cy his private vices nor by his public 
merits. In his person, though he were the worst of 
men, I contend for the safety and security of the best ; 
and €k>d forbid, my lords, that there should be a power 
in this country of ’measuring the civil rights of the 
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subject his moral character, or by any other rule 
but the fixed laws of the land.” Despite the force 
and justice of his appeal, Chatham failed to attain his 
* object, only 36 peers voting for his amendment, and 
203 agfdnst it.* * 

A ^*7 months .afterwards, he reiterated his senti- 
ments in these words : " Here, in my place’ in this 
illustrious assembly, 1 do avow that Colonel Luttrell 
is no representative of the people. He is a mere 
nominee, thrust in by enemies of the laws q£ the land, 
and to the principles»^the established principles — of 
the Constitution.” Again, in December of the same 
year, he said, “We cannot, therefore, enter into any 
debate in which* the Middlesex business will not bo 
proper; in which it will not be absolutely necessary. 

I shall, for my part, consider it as the alarm-bell to 
liberty ; I shadl ring it incessantly in the ears of the 
whole kingdom, till I rouse the people to a proper 
^ sense of their injuries, and convince Minist^, en- 
trenched as they t^re in their venal majorities, that the 
privileges of Sngli^hmen are never to b&*inficinged 
witE impunity.” f 

While Chathan\ was employing his marvellous gift 
of eloquence ip condemn those who had outraged free- 
dom of election m the pei^n of Wilkes, voices were 
raised with as great emphasis, though with inferior 
power, on the same side in the House of Commons. 
Chief among those who* stood forward to censure 
what had been done, and to labdur for a reversal 
of indefensible* resolutions, stood Sir George Savile, 
representing the groat counly of Yorkshire. He 

* Parliameiitaxy Hutory* toI. xvi. pp. 663, 666, 
t Ibid,, Tol, X'n. p. 1806. 
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DO Mend of 'Wilkes. He had large possessions. 
He was not ambitious of rank or place. Either or 
both he might have obtained had he desired it. Such 
a man as this had an influence in the House of Com- 
mens which an official character would have weakened 
rather than increased. It was, the^, with no common 
efiect that he uttered the following declaration : " I 
look on this House as sitting illegally after their illegal 
act. They have betrayed their trust. 1 will not add 
epithets, because epithets only weaken ; therefore I will 
not say that they have betray^ their country cor- 
ruptly, fla^tioudy, and scandalously, but 1 do say 
that they have betrayed their country ; and I stand 
hero to receive the punishihent for having said so." * 
Attempts were made by Lord North and General Con- 
way to explain away this declaration, and to attribute 
it to a momentary ebullition of temper. But Sir George 
Savile would accept no such defence ; on the contrary, 
he expressed himself ready to reiterate his words, and 
resolved to stand by. them to the letter. The .House 
actually submitted to the afliwot v^thout further 
protest. 

Out of doors the excitement was far more intense 

t 

than within the walls of St. Stephen's. Making com- 
mon, cause with the aggrfev^ freeholders of Middle- 
sex, the frceholdei;^ of the most important counties in" 
England met together, and signed petitions requesting 
the Sovereign to dissolve n Parliament, which had 
openly betrayed itETtrust. So novel and general was the 
movement that it formed an eppeh id our constitu- 
lional practice ; tibie custom of holding public meetings 

• This is the rersion presezred by Walpole ; that in the Parlia- 
mmtajy Histoiy difiers m the wording, yol. xvi. p. 699. 
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for the discuseion of public grievances dates from this 
period. At Court, the action and demands of the 
people were viewed witii undissembled amazement 
and anger. The King's friends imanimously expressed 
their abhorrence of this apparent attempt to encroaclf 
on the royal prerogative ; an attempt they considered 
all the more blameworthy because the conduct of 
the House of Commons had given the King p^ect 
satisfaction. 

Conspicuous among the remonstrancea was one 
which proceeded* froLS the City of London. The Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Livery met in Common Hall 
and voted a remonstrance, in which it was said 
“ that the majority of the* House of Commons had 
done a deed more ruiaous in its consequences than the 
levying of ship-money by Charles the First, and the 
dispensing power of James the Second.” This docu- 
ment was delivered to the King, seated in state, by 
Lord-Mayor Beckford, accompanied by the sherids 
and two hundred, of the civic body. In reply, the 
King pronounced itR contents to be “ disrespectful to 
him* injurious to Parliament, and irreconcilable to the 
principles of the; constitution.” Having said this, 
he “ turned found to ^his courtiers and burst out 
laughing.” * * • 

Not long afterwards, the Lord-Mayor reappeared 
with another address, in which thd prayer of the first 
was repeated, and the royal reply deplored. The 
King answered : I should have b^n wanting to the 
public, as well as to myself, if I had not expressed my 
dissatisfaction at the late address. My sentiments on 
that subject continue the same, and I shall ill-deserve 
to be considered as the father of my people, if I should 
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Eraser mysdf to be prevailed upon to make such a use 
of- my prerogative, as 1 cannot but think inconsistent 
with the interest, and dangerous to the constitution, 
of the country.” This incensed, instead of soothing, 
'bhe deputation. The Lord Mayor, disregarding eti- 
quette, uttered a protest which made the King redden 
with wrath. What he really said is a matter of dis- 
pute ; but among the words which he accepted as his 
own were these : “Let us not be dismissed without some 
comfort, without some hope of redress. Permit me, 
sir, to observe that whoever has sdready dared, or shall 
hereafter endeavour, by false insinuations and sug- 
gestions, to alienate your Majesty's affections from 
your loyal subjects in general, and from the City of 
London in particular, is an enemy to your Majesty's 
person and family, a violator of the public peace, and 
a betrayer of our happy constitution, as it was esta- 
blished at the glorious Revolution.” * These remarks, 
which, though uncorirtly, are not unwholesome, were 
inscribed, in letters of gold,^ by the grateful citkens of 
London, dd a monument erected in memory of the 
patriotic Lord Mayor who uttered them. 

The effect of these addresses and .remonstrances on 
the King was to irritate him^ beyond measure. He 
contemplated the most desperate measures rather than 
succumb. Laying his hand on his sword, he said to" 
General Conway : “T will have recourse to this sooner 
than yield to dissolution.” Language equafiy censuiv 
able was used in* Parliament. Colonel Barrd there 
exclaimed that “ disregard to petitions*' might lead the 
people to think of asmasirvxtion.’* f 

9 Stmkaaci^s Life of Horne Tooke, toI. i. p. 157. 

t Memoiil of the Seign of Qeorge m., rol. iv. pp. 87, 80. 
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While the countxy and the Court were in a ferment 
on account of Wilkes, he was bearing his imprisonment 
with a philosophy due in large measure to the marks 
of kindness of which he was the recipient He was 
visited by Lord Bockingham, Burke, and men of lesser 
note. Dr. Somerville, wSo was in London at that 
time, paid a visit to the prison, and found that Wilkes 
was lodged in a commodious house detached from 
the rooms occupied by the rest of the prisoners, and his 
table was daily supplied with the most rare and costly 
delicacies, presented to him by h^ admirers.” • Hardly 
a day passed on which he did not receive from some part 
of the island presents of fish, game, or fruit More 
substantial tokens of sympathy were gifts of money. 
Mr. Temple bequeathed £300 to him ; the Duchess of 
Queensberry and Lady Elizabeth Germain each sent 
him £100. The like amormt was forwarded by some 
admirers in Newcastle, and from Charleston, South 
Carohna, came the handsome gift of £1,500. He 
obtained) what he valued quite as much as money, a 
striking testimoujir of* confidence from several of the 
citizens of London ; they elected him Alderman for 
the Ward of Farringdon Without He was credited in 
many quarters ,with being the author of the letters 
signed Junius,” and this mistaken notion, if it raised 
him in the esteem of a large section of the com-> 
munity, rendered him still more obnoxious to every 
courtier. • • 

On the 17th of April, 1770, his term of imprison- 
ment expired. He did not remain in London to be 
made the subject of a demonstration, but started imme- 
diately for Bath. The Lord Mayor had issued a pro- 

* My Ovn Life ead Tides, p. Ifi2. 
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<daination enjoining the citizens to remain tranquil. 
Many houses were illuminated in the evening, among 
them the Lord Mayor’s, on the front of which 
flamed the word “ Liberty, in white letters three feet 
high.” * His release was also celebrated with popular 
rejoicings "at Lynn, Swaffham, Bristol, and a few 
other towns.” t His city adherents did not desert 
him after his release ; on the contrary, they became 
more emphatic than ever in manifesting their fidelity 
and affection. What he had undergone for the public 
cause excited their admiratios and loosened their 
purse-stringa A society, taking the name of " Sup- 
porters of the Bin of Bights,” was formed in order to 
relieve him fi:om his pecuniary embarrassments. His 
spendthrift and generous habits, combined with the 
faithlessness of Mr. Humphrey Cotes, had landed him 
deeply in debt By becoming security for others, he 
had made himself liable to pay £11,000. This society 
discharged his every obligation, expending in so doing 
nearly £20,000. 

In 1771, much tb the annoytnee jof •the Court, he 
was elected one of the Sheriffs of London and 'Mid- 
dlesex. During his shrievalty he ^mitted the public 
,into the galleries of the Old Bailey, and he gained the 
approbation of many prejudiced persons, who thought 
him too fond of the French, by ordering that nb 
French wine should be given at his eutertainments. 
Mr. Almon considers this " the b^t refutation 
of that illiberal suspicion ; for he was, in plain 
truth, a true Englishman.” .Mr. Almon omits to 
explain why, if port and sherry were drunk at his 

* Walpole’s Letters, toI. y. ^ 233. 

t Walpole’s Memoirs of the fieign of George IIL, yol. iy. p. 118. 
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banquets, he was not accused of undue partiality for 
the Portuguese and Spaniards. , ' 

His election as Sheriff grieved the Sing exceedingly. 
Every effort had been made to procure the return of 
the Ministerial candidates. Writing to Lord North, ho 
expressed his hope that the success of the partisans of 
the Court might be as brilliant as possibly “ the more 
so as it will unveil what has certainly been all along 
the fact, that Wilkes has been, in his various struggles, 
supported by a small though desperate part of the 
Livery, whilst the'sober and maj^r part of that body 
have from fear kept aloof.” * What added a bitterness 
to the failure of the royal hopes was the circumstance 
that the very large majority which voted for the man 
who w&s detested at Court, thereby testified their 
recoguition of a victory gained by Mr. Alderman 
Wilkes, on behalf of the printers of newspapers, alike 
over the King and the House of Commons. 

It had become customary at this period for the 
daily newspapers to publish reports of the debates in 
Parliam^t. Thj^ wa^done in direct contravention of a 
resolution of the House of Commons that it was a 
breach of privilege /or a news-writer to pen, and for a 
printer to publish, “ an^r account of the debates, or 
other proceedings of this House, or any Committee 
thereof, as well during the recess, as the sitting of 
Parliament ^ and that this House ‘will proceed with 
the utmost severity against such offendora” Dis- 
pleased with the publicity given to tfieir proceedings, 
in defiance of the foregoing resolution, some members 
resolved upon ending the scandal by punishing the 


Oorrespoadenoe with Lord North, toL L p. 76. 
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printesB of the offending new8paper& A formal com- 
jdaint wae made by Colonel Onslow, and an order 
issued for'the attendance of two printers, £. Thompson 
and J. Wheble. To shield the printers, Wilkes con- 
certed a plan whereby the Lord Mayor and the senior 
Alderman should resist the enforcement of the order 
within the City. The two printers paid no heed to 
the order of the House, and concealed themselves when 
the Deputy Seijeant-at-Arms came to arrest them for 
contempt. Thereupon the House presented an address 
requesting the King to issue a, royal proclamation for 
the apprehension of the printers. The proclamation 
was issued, and a reward of £50 was offered for the 
capture of either. Thefe was no reluctance on the 
King’s part to support the House of Comrilons in 
maintaining their privileges. He was always ready to 
countenance high-handed measures which yielded him 
a convenient precedent or aided his projects. 

For newspapers he had the aversion which despoti- 
cally minded rulers have for the strongest checks upon 
their poVer. In a' letter to Liord North Ife called 
them “ daily productions of untruths he considered 
it his royal duty to restrict their circulation. Yet, as 
.jhe wrote in another letter, he was averse to anything 
being done which should convert the affair into a 
serious conflict, or thwart the design of its promoters, 
adding : “ it is highly necessary that this strange and 
lawless method of publishing debates jn' the papers 
should be put a Stop to ; but is not the House of Lords, 
as a Court of Becord, the best OouH to bring such 
miscreants before ? as it can fine as weU as imprison, 
as the Lords have broader shoulders to support 
any odium that this salutary measure may occasion in 
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the minds of the vnlgar.*** The Ministers thought it 
better to advise the issuing of a proclamation, in ac- 
cordance ^th the request of the House of Commons, 
and the King signed a document which Lord Chief 
Justice Mansfield, notwithstanding his anxiety to^ 
sanction whatever was done by his rojul master, re- 
garded with horror as a constitutional lawyer. 

Acting in obedience to the royal proclamation, a 
journeyman printer, named E. T. ‘Carpenter, appre- 
hended J. Wheble, and brought him before the sitting 
magistrate at G«iildh|ll. Wilkes, who was then on 
duty, discharged Wheble, and committed Carpenter 
for assaulting and unlawfiilly capturing him, taking 
sureties, howevei; for his appearance. Meantime, the 
Speaker issued his warrant for the apprehension of 
J. Miller, publisher of the Evening Post, who had con- 
tinued to disregard the resolutions of the House. 
Whitham, the deputy ' seijeant-at-arms, arrested 
Miller, and for so doing, ho was committed to Wood 
Street ^ompter by the Lord Mayor, Mr. Alderman 
Wilkes, lond Mr* Aldennan Oliver ; but was inUhediately 
dis^arged on giving security for his appearance at 
the General Quarter Sessions. For this act, the clerk 
to the Lord Mayor was summoned to attend before 
the House with the Minute Book ; the minute relating 
to the foregoing proceedings having been read, 
the derk was compelled to expunge it. The House 
next mdei^^ the Lord M^yor and Mr. Alderman 
Oliver to be committed to the Tower, and Mr. 
Alderman Wilkes to appear at the bar. Commenting 
upon these proceedings, the King wrote : ** I owne I 
could have wished that Wilkes had not been ordered 

* CorreqM&deaoe mth Lord ITorth, rol. L, p. 57. 
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iMfoie House, for he must Vo iu « jail ihe 
term if not given new life by som^ {Aouals^enli in- 
flicted on him, which will bring 'hinr'^ow supplies ; 
and I do not doubt that he will hol^ euch a language 
" that will oblige some notice to be taken of him.*’* What 
Wilkes did was to write to the Speaker, intimating 
that, not being addressed as a member of Parliament, 
and ordered to attend in his place according to usage, 
he would disobey ‘the summons. Thereupon a second 
order was made for his attendance, which he also dis* 
regarded. A third order was made for his attendance 
on the 8th of April, af^r which the House adjourned 
till the 9th, and the matter dropped. The King had 
written ; '* as for Wilkes lie is belowf the notice of the 
House but the action of the House immisttfkeably 
showed something more than reluctance to provoke 
him by firesh severities. 

The Lord Mayor and Mr. Alderman Oliver, though 
they suffered more personal inconvenience than the 
colleague who inspired their movements, gained in 
populari'Q?' what they lost in discomfort. During 
their brief confinement in- the Tower, they recefVed 
noted marks of esteem &om the leaders of the Opposi- 
tion \ Lord Bockingham, Burke, and others paid them 
a complimentary visit. ’ Ttey were * honoured by 
their fellow-citizens as staunch upholders of thb 
rights of the Gitjr; and as martyrs for the good old 
cause. Yet to Wilkes was ascribed ^tfie triumph 
of the printers. The Victory itself was so complete, 
that no hindrance was afterwards offered to the report- 
ing of Parliamentary debates. Even the King, who 
had been accustomed to trust for a report of what 

* Correfi|Kmdeno6 with Lord Korth^ yo 1« i,, p. 66. 
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'|padi«ed'|n’4^l^ffi^ to the written sanuiQaries of 

iu% fhr^ed to riie newspapers for 

'proved hy^ the following extract from 
a lettpv to account of what passed in rile 

House Ilf jPommons yesterday, which I suppose by'* 
reading the various newspapers, may be pretty nearly 
coUeeted,” &c.* This service largely contributed to 
Wilkes being elected Sheriff. In commemoration of it 
he was presented by the Court of Common Council 
with a silver goblet, which cost one hundred guineas. 
Being asked to Select»a design j, for the ornamentation 
of the goblet, he chose the subject of the death of 
Csesar, with these lines of Churchill as an inscription : 

■’ ** May every tyrant feel 

* ^ The keen deep searchings of a patiiot steel.” 

Having served as Sheriff^ he was put in nomination 
for the Mayoralty. To defeat him, all the weight and 
influence of the Court were brought to bear. More- 
over, there was a party in the City led by Parson 
Home, -which uni^ with the courtiers in opposing 
him. Disputes ^ to money matters had coni^erted the 
foilHer passionate admirer •of Wilkes into a rabid and 
pertinacious foe. 'The King, whose desire to witness the 
downfall of Wilkes was unabated, watched the election 
with keen interest. With his accustomed unscrupu- 
lousness in attributing evil purposes to those by whom 
he was thwarted, his Majesty wrote as fellows to Lord 
North : “ 1} h^ unpromising appearance of this day’s 
poll does not in the least surprise ihe, knowing t^t 
Wilkes is not bddnd by any tyes, therefore woujd poll 
non-feeemen rather than lose the election ; if he is not 
one of the two returned, he is lost for ever ; but if he 
* 'U.rl Staiiliope’9 Life of William Piit, tqL i., p. 6 , Appendix. 

R 
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obtainB that, thoilgh he. maj stUl lose that by a 
BCrutmy, it \nll enable him to stand again the next 
year.” * Wilkes having been returned at the head of 
the poll, 8 scrutiny was demanded, wh^upon tlie 
^King wrote : “ I hope the scrutiny will be conducted 
with great exactness, which, if it be obtained under 
the direction of such sherifFs, I doubt not but Wilkes 
will not only not be returned, but that his little regard 
to true votes will ‘come to light, which must do him 
great injury even among his admirers.” A scrutiny 
confirmed the place of , Wilkes at the* head of the poll. 
The choice of the Court of Aldermen fell, however, 
upon Mr. Alderman Bull, the next in order of seniority. 

In the following yeai the contest was renewed, 
Wilkes being again returned, but he* was not 'bhoseri 
by the Court of Aldermen. Ex-Lord Mayor Towns- 
hend made himself conspicuous on the side of the 
Court and against Wilkes. Party feeling ran high, 
and strong things were said on both sides. It was 
rumoured, indeed, that in consequence of what one of 
these two ‘men had said, a duel<had ^een fought, in 
which Townshend shot his adversiury dead. The 
statement was wholly unfouaded, yet, circulating on 
a Sunday, it gained credence for a few hours. The 
news having been communicated ‘to t^e clerk of a 
Methodist meeting-house near the Park, he is reported 
to have announced it to the congregation in the 
following pious couplet, added to the hymnrhe gave 
out — 

, The wicked Wilkes by Towtishend hal been shot, 

So may the ungodly always go to pot.” 

j 

At the election of 1774, Wilkes was chosen Lord 

Correspondeiice with Lord Nprth, yc^. p. 110. 
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Mayor of London. * The cirtumstancos connected with 
this event, and the impression it made npon* con- 
temporaries, cannot be detailed more clearly and cor- 
rectly than in the words of Horace Walpole : “ The 
Court on one side, and Alderman Townslf^nd on tlie 
other, meant to gain or give the preference to any man 
over Wilkes. They sot up two insignificant Aldermen, 
Eisdale and Kennet, as competitor^ not having been 
able to prevail on Sawbridge to stand for it again. . . . 
Wilkes and Bull had the majority of hands, and after 
a poll, which was demanded for Eisdale and Kennet, 
Wilkes and Bull were retximed to the Court of Alder- 
men, who at last did declare Wilkes Lord Mayor. 
Thus, ^ter so much persecution by the Court, after so 
many attempts on his life, after a long imprisonment 
in a gaol, after aU his own crimes and indiscretions, did 
this 'extraordinary man, of ‘more extraordinary fortune, 
attain the highest office in so grave and important a 
city as the capital of England, always reviving the 
more opposed and. oppressed, and unable,^ shock 
Fortune, aud*maice her laugh at hitn, who laughed at 
evraybody and everything.* The duration of his in- 
fluence was the nu)st wonderful part of his history. 
Massaniello, a fisher-boy, jittained the supreme power 
of Naples, but perished in thi’ee days. Rieiizi goveriled 
Rome, but lost it by his folly. Sachcvcrel balanced 
the glory of Marlborough in the height of his vic- 
sries, but never was heard of more. ^Wilkes was seen 
' inrou^, detected, yet gained ground : and all the 
power of the Crown, all the malice of the Scots, all 
the abilities of Lord Mansfield, all the violence of 
Alderman Townshend, * all the, want of policy and 
piurts in the Opposition, all the treachery of his own 
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could not demolisli him. He equally baffled 
the Eling and Parson Home, though both neglected no 
latitude to compass his ruin. It is in this tenth year 
^ of his war on the Court that he gained so signal a 
victory.” • 

That Walpole should have spoken of the success of 
Wilkes as a signal victory may excite a smile in the 
faces of those wl^o estimate at its present value the 
post of Lord Mayor of London. A century ago, how- 
ever, the Chief Magistrate of the City was not neces- 
sarily a man who had, passed 'through certain minor 
offices, and who rose by routine to fill the highest. At 
that time the Corporation was a political power, which 
Ministers had to take into account^ and Sovereigns 
had to propitiate. Wealthy merchants and t>ankers 
concerned themselves in municipal elections, and gladly 
filled municipal offices. Their doings were watched 
with great interest by many foreigners of note, 
among whom were Voltaire and Mbntesquieu. These 
writers informed their countrymen,, with perfect truth, 
that the Lord Mayor of London was hearly as im- 
portant a personage as the Prime Minister of Cmat 
Britain. The French have been told what the 
Mayoralty was in the fulness of iti^ grandeur and 
poVer; but no one has made them understand the 
nature and reality of the decadence. Hence, tlie 
French still speak and write of the Lord Mayor of 
London as a man of the first rank in English public 
life. A respectable tradesman is often ambitious of 
becoming Lord Mayor, in view of the possibility that 
during his year of office some happy accident may 

lead to his l^ing Knighted or made a Baronet When 
• 

* Last Jotunals of Walpole, toL i, p. 420. 
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Wilkes became Lord Mayor, every one felt that he had 
attained a dignity which was a real distinction, and 
that ilie King had sustuned a check of the most 
pointed and trying character. 

At the general election* in 1784, he was returned ' 
unopposed as member for Middlesex, for the fifth time. 
Since his expulsion, he had done nothing to make him- 
self a greater favourite of tiie Ministry or the King ; 
his offences, on the contrary^ had increased in number 
and magnitude. Yet it was deemed futUe and perilous 
to prolong the crusade agamst him ; accordingly, no 
objection was made when ho 'entered the House and 
took his seat. 

Ten years previously he had sat there as member 
for the borough of Aylesbury. He had been expelled ; 
his ruin had been predicted by the King ; his death 
had been compassed by Mr. Martin ; he had been im- 
prisoned for libel; he had defied the House when 
acting as a magistrate ; he had been expelled a 
second^time, and now, accompanied by ten or twelve 
members w |}0 were* elected solely because* he had 
vovehed for them, and tl^ey had pledged their sup- 
port to him, he re-entered it as Lord Mayor of Ijondon 
and Knight of the Shire for Middlesex. 
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HIS SPEECHES IN PARLIAMENT. 

When Wilkes was first elected for Middlesex, Wal- 
pole wrotej “ In my opinion the House of Commons 
is the place where he cpn do the least hurt, for he is a 
wretched speaker, and will sink to contempt.” That 
he was not an effective orator is possible, but that he 
delivered many able, tim^y, and excellent speeches is 
a fact. ** 

His first appearance was in keeping with his 
reputation. When it was proposed to commemorate 
in the usual manner the day on which Chailes the First 
died, Wilkes protested against the anniversary being 
kept as a day of fasting and prayer, adding that had 
it not be*eh for the execution of thqjb raonarcli “we 
should at this hour have had no constitution, degfilSc- 
rated into the most abject ^aves Qn the face of the 
earth, not governed by the known and equal laws of a 
limited monarchy, but subject to the imperious will of 
an arbitrary sovereign.” In our day, the custom of 
bemoaning the 80-<Jalled martyrdom of King Clearies, 
has happily become extinct. Thanks to th*e efforts of 
Earl Stanhope, tBe prayer-book has been purged of a 
service composed in memory of an evefit which sensible 
men of all parties are agreed in admitting to have 
been at the worst nothing more than a serious error of 
judgment 
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Wilkes was a consistent and energetic opponent of 
the American war, a war uujusti£able in its incep- 
tion, deplorable in its purpose, which originated in 
a mistake, was prosecuted with levity, and ended in 
humiliation. Speaking in 1776, he warned the 
Government against driving the colonists to extremities, 
and thereby rendering reconciliation impossible. No- 
thing said by Burke or Fox was sounder in reasoning 
and policy than are the following ‘sentences in that 
s[)eech : “ Whether their present state is that ©f re- 
bellion, or of a fit and Just resistance to unlawful acts 
of power, to our attempts to* rob them of their pro- 
Ijerty and liberties, as they imagine, I shall not declare 
This I know, a successful resistance is a revolution, not 
a rebellion. Eebellion, indeed, appears on the back of 
a flying enemy, but revolution flames on the breast- 
plate of the victorious warrior. Who can tell. Sir, 
whether in consequence* of this day’s violent and mad 
address to his Majesty, the scabbard may not be thrown 
away-by them as well as by us ; and, should success 
attend then^ whetliar in a few years the independent 
Americans may not celebrate the glorious era of the 
Revolution of 1775, as* we do that of 1G68 ? The 
generous efforts o^ our forefathers for freedom Heaven 
crowned withkucefess, or’their noble blood had dye4 our 
Scaffolds, like that of Scottish traitors and rebels ; and 
the period of our history which* does us the most 
honour wou^d have been .deemed a rebellion against 
the lawful authority of the Prince; not a resistance 
authorized by all the laws of God and man, not the 
expulsion of a tyrant The policy. Sir, of this measure 
I can no more comprehend than I can acknowledge* 
the justice of it. Is your force adequate to the 
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t 1 ‘«m satisfied it is not. What are jonr 
attttieBlJttid how are they tp be kept npand lecroited ? 
Do yon recollect that the single province of Massa* 
chusetts Bay has at this moment 30,000 men well 
** trained and disciplined ? Do you not know that they 
can bring near 90,000 men into the field ? They will 
< do it when everything dear to them is at stake, when 
they have their liberties to defend against cruel op- 
pressors and invadbrs. Tou will not be able to con- 
quer and keep even that single province.” * 

On another occasioiv, in th^same year, when an 
address of thanks was moved to the “ Father of his 
people ” for the measures adopted to prosecute the war, 
Wilkes again spoke in the most emphatic terms of 
condemnation of what had been done, and agath pre- 
dicted failure. “ I speak. Sir, as a firm friend to Eng- 
land and America, but still more to universal liberty 
and the rights of all mankind. 1 trust no part of the 
subjects of this vast empire will ever submit to be 
slaves. I am sure the Americans are too high-spirited 
to brook •the idea. . . England was never en- 

gaged in a contest of such importance to our most 
valuable concerns and possessions. We ore fighting 
for the subjection — the tmconditional submission of 
a cojintry infinitely more Extended *thafi our own, of 
which every day increases the wealth, the natural^ 
strength, the population. Should we not succeed, it 
will be a loss never enough to be deplored, a bosom 
fiiendship soured *to hate and resentment We shall 
be considered as their most implacable enemies, an 
eternal separation will follow, and the grandeur of the 
British empire pass away. Success — ^final success 

* Wilkes’s Bpeeohes, ootaTo edition, pp. 16, 17. 
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seems to me not equivocal, not nncectiaB, but impos- 
sible. However we may differ among ourselves, they 
are perfectly united. On this side the Atlantic, party 
rage unhappily divides us, but one sord animates the 
vast northern continent of America, the Qe*. Jal Con- 
gress, and each provincial Assembly. An appeal has 
been made to the sword ; and at the close of the last 
campaign what have we conquered ? Bunker Hill* 
only, and with the loss of 1,2Q0 men. Are we to pay 
as dearly for the rest of America ? .The idea of the 
conquest of that Immense continent is as romantic as 
it is unjust” * 

Not content with opposing addresses approving 
of the King’s pelicy, WilkTcs supported the motion 
of jdjR Alderman Oliver, in 1775, for an address 
asking for the names of those who, by their advice, 
had brought the Mother Country into antagonism 
with her colonies. In this speech he ventured 
to style Samuel Adams and John Hancock, not 
only worthy gentlemen,” but “ true patriots." He 
insisted, as -was his* wont, * upon the physibal diffi- 
culty of coping with the eolonies in civil strife, using 
this argument, which is*' more in his tnulitional vein 
than the arguments he employed when speaking in 
Parliament “ The Americans, Sir, are a pious and 
feligious people. With much ardour and success 
they follow the first command of Heaven — ‘ JBe Jruit- 
Jul and multiply* While they are fervent in these 
devout exercises — ^while the men continue enterprising 
and healthy, the woman kind and prolific, all your 
attempts to subdue them by force will be ridiculous 
and unavailing — will be regarded by them with scorn 

* SpeeehM, p. 44. 
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and abhorrence. They are daily strengthening ; and 
if yon lose the present moment of reconciliation, to 
which this motion tends, you lose all. America may 
now be claimed or regained, but cannot be subdued. 
Gentlemen, Sir, do not seem to have considered the 
astonishing disadvantages under which we engage in 
this contest against the combined powers of America, 
not only from the distance and natural strength of the 
country, but the peculiar and fortunate circumstances 
of a young rising empire. The Congress, Sir, have 
not the monstrous load, of a deb^of above one hundiod 
and forty millions, like our Parliament, to struggle 
with, the interest of which would swallow up all tlu'ir 
t.ixes ! nor a numerous And hungrjfc band of useless 
])laccmen and pensioners to provide for ; n8r lias 
luxury yet enervated their minds or bodies. Every 
shilling which they raise will go to the man who 
fights the battles of his country. They set out like a 
young heir with a noble landed estate, unincumbered 
with enormous family debts ; while we appear the 
poor, old*, "feeble, exhausted, and«»ruined parent — but 
exhausted and ruined by our own wickedness, prodi- 
gality, and profligacy.” ♦ • 

In the following year, when the Declaration of In- 
dependence had been isshed* he coViuselled the 'witli- 
drawal of our armed force from the United States, and* 
the negociation of peace on “ just, fair, and equal terms, 
without the idea of compulsion.” Kcplying tb Governor 
Johnstone, who hhd criticised the style of that famous 
doclai'ation, and objected to it, .on the* ground that it 
had been drawn up to captivate the people, Wilkes 

said : “ That, Sir, is the very reason why I approve it 

% 

* ^ Bpeec^os, pp. 51, 52. 
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most as a composition, as well as a wise political 
measure ; for the people are to decide this great con- 
troversy. If they are captivated by it, the end is 
attained. The polished periods, the harmonious, happy 
expressions, the grace, ease, and elegance of a beauti- 
ful diction, which we chiefly admire, very little capti- 
vate the people of America. Manly, nervous sense 
they relish, even in the most awkward and uncouth 
dress of language. Wliatever composition produces 
the effect which is intended, in the most forcible 
manner, is, in my opinion, the best, and the most to 
be approved.” * 

He wisely and pithily remarked at another time ; 
“ Lot us treat • with the lil)6ral spirit of freemen and 
Englishmen. Unconditional submission is unconsti- 
tutional submission, and becomes only the slaves of 
an arbiti’ary monarch.” When disasters accumulated, 
and the failure which Wilkes had foretold became a 
certainty after France had made common cause with 
the United States, he gave expression to other words 
which have. been literally fulfilled: “Wo know that 
there is no more love of liberty in the French Court 
than in our own ; but I rejoice that liberty will 
a resting-place, a sure asylum, in America, from the 
persecution of 'almost aU the princes of the earth.” , 

•* As was natural, he exerted himself year after year 
to persuade the Commons to expunge from their Jour- 
nals the condemnatory resolution relating to his elec- 
tion for Middlesex. Not till Lord Rockingham was 
Prime Minister for the second time did he succeed. 
On the 3rd of May, 1782, it was resolved and ordered 
that the entry in the journal of the 1 7th of February, 

■a 
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John WHkes, Esquire, having been in 
ihifi §^lon of Parliament expelled this House, was 
and is incapable of being elected a member to serve in 
this present Parliament,” i^ould be expunged. More- 
over, an order was also made : “ That all the declara- 
tions, orders, and resolutions of this House, respecting 
the election of John Wilkes, Esquire, for the county of 
Middlesex, as a void election, the due legal election 
of Henry Lawes Luttrell, Esquire, into Parliament for 
the said county, and the incapacity of John Wilkes, 
Esquire, to be elected a member to serve in the said 
Parliament, be expunged from the journals of this 
House, as being subversive of the rights of the whole 
body of electors of thii^ kingdom.” *• This was a 
genuine and important constitutional victory, and 
quite as worthy of being held in remembrance as the 
memorable protest against Ship Money or General 
Warrants. 

Hone of his Parliamentary utterances did him 
greater credit as a man of culture than a speech in 
which he advocated the claims o&ljie British Museum 

♦ k. 

to national recognition and support. He considered 
the establishment of that Museum to be pre-eminent 
among the many proofs of the improvement of the 
mat^nal *taste nnd the lotre of polite literature. He 
thought that the trustees should be efficiently aided- 
alike in their efforts to fulfil their trust, and to extend 
,the laudable purposes of their institution ; ophsequently , 
that a large addition ought to be made to the funds 
. placed at their disposal He went* on to tell the 
]Q[puse what specially merits note, seeing that the 
words- were spoken in 1777, and that the wishes then 

, * ' * SDeedies, p. 873. 
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ea^Hreased liave borne most ample though taidy froit : — 
**I wish their plan much enlaxged, especially on 
two important objects — ^books and paintings. This 
capital, after so many ages, remains without any 
considerable public library. Rome has the immense 
collection of the Vatican, and Paris scarcely yields 
to the mistress of the world by the greatness of 
the King’s Library. They are bo^ open at stated 
times, with every proper accommodation, to all 
strangera London has no large public library. The 
best here is the' Royal Society’s ; but even that is 
inconsiderable, neither is it open to the public, nor are 
the necessary conveniences afforded strangers for read* 
ing and transcribing. The British Museum, Sir, is 
rich in manuscripts, the Harleian Colleclion, the 
Cottonian Library, the collection of Charles the First, 
and many others, especially of our own history ; but 
it is wretchedly poor in printed books. I wish. Sir, a 
sum were allowed by Parliament for the purchase of 
the most valuable editions of the best authors, and an 
Act passed ‘to pblig3 every 'printer, under a certain 
penalty, to send a copy boimd of every publication he 
made to the Briti^ Mudeum. Our posterity, by this 
and other acquisitions, might perhaps possess a more 
valuable treasure than even the celebrated Alexandrian 
collection ; for, notwithstanding that selfishness which 
marks the present age, we have not quite lost sight of 

every beneficial prospect for futurity I 

understand that an application is intended to Parlia- 
ment, that one Of*the finest collections [of paintings] 
in Europe, tiiat at Houghton, made by Sir Robert 
Walpole, of acknowledged superiority to most in 
Italy, and scarcely inferim even to the Duke of 
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Orleans, in the Palais Rojal at Paris, may be sold by 
the family. T hope it iviU not be dispersed, but 
purchasedr by Parliament, and added to the British 
Museum.* I wish. Sir, the eye of painting as fuUy 
gratified as the ear of music is in this island, which at 
last bids fair to become a favourite abode of the polite 
arts. A noble gallery ought to be built in the spacious 
garden of the British Museum for the reception of 
that invaluable treasure. Such an important acquisi- 
tion as the Houghton Collection would, in some degree, 
alleviate the concern n^hich every man of taste now 
feels at being deprived of viewing those prodigies of 
art, the cartoons of the divine Raphael.” Financial 
objections did not weigh with him, ^ he considered 
the treasures of a State well employed in works of 
national magnificence. He concluded his appeal by a 
statement, which, he thought, justice required him to 
make, concerning the trustees of the Museum, a state- 
ment, too, which the lapse of time and longer expe- 
rience has not iu the smallest degree invahdatod : — 
“ Perhaps the trustees of the Rrilteh tire the 

only body of men who have never been suspected of 
want either of fidelity or ecodomy. , I think, therefore, 
we n^y safely trust them further, not penuriously, but 
largely, on a groat national concern, especially when 
their accounts are so frequently submitted to the 
examination of Pmliament.” f One effwt of this 
^eech was to make BuiKe rise and m«ve that the 
grant to the trustees should be increased by 1000/. 
Wilkes seconded the motion ; it wlw* opposed by Sir 

♦ nxilia|)pily this hope was not gratified. Two years afterwards 
the eollecnon was bought by the Empress of Bussia lor 

t Speeches, p. 141. 
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Grey Cooper on behalf of the Government, and nega- 
tived without a division. 

While at no period of his career the advocate of 
subversive changes in our parliamentaiy system, he 
was a consistent advocate of parliamentary reform. In 
1776 he moved for leave to bring in a Bill “For a just 
and equal representation of the people of England in 
Pjirliament.” Thismeasure resembled in its outlines that 
which Chatham propounded, and that which William 
Pitt, some years afterwards, vainly urged the House of 
Commons to accent. It included the suppression of 
the rotten boroughs and the enfranchisement of the 
dwellers in Birmingham, Manchester, Sheffield, and 
Leeds. Sueh fl •measure would have proved most 
servieealde if adopted ; but it w'^as too far in advance 
of the public opinion of the time to receive due con- 
sideration out of doors, or even to be discussed in the 
House. * 

The parliamentary speeches in wl^yi^he figures as a 
true frh'ud of liberty arc those^ relating to the^ abolition 
qf the tests which in those days pressed heaviW, not on 
!^faan Catholics only, but also upon all FN^CiM^t dis- 
senting teachers and^clc gybien. lie ably contended that 
the civil magistrate had nq ri^htto interfere injmQ,tteis 
of conscience. * Declaring himself a member of the 
Church of England, he denounced persecution in every 
form, refusing even to persecute the atheist, saying : 
“ I think he has a right to toleration, and, for my own 
part, I pity him, for he wants the consolation which I 
enjoy.”* He plt^ided powerfully for the emancipation 
of particular dissenting teachers from trammels which 
were at once intolerable knd disgraceful. He affirmed 
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ihB ^nejtatian, 

tium ^ Doctcns Pkie^ nad K%3plB. 

Yet the rod of persecution ^|3um by n 

edngle thread, if they do not enh^be’^hii1y4tve 
axidd^ and a bajf of onr ‘CSiurch. A merocnary in* 
former or % blind zealot may bring under rim iash. of 
the law men who do honour to the age in which we. 
Hve, and the most abwdoned of olir ^eeies haire it 
now in iheir power to persecute virtue and genius, 
when exerted tor the benefit of mankind.”* *' Jlhis 
speech was considered so'^ effective and*timely by tbo$e 
on whose behalf it was delivered that at a meeting of 
the general body of Protestant Dissenting Ministers^' 
the following resolution was pateed and acted upon : — . 
“ By order of the general body of Protestant Dissenting 
Ministers, assembled at the Library, Bed Cross Street, 
the second instant, Dr.Kippis, Dr.Stennet,*Dr.dTarri8, 
and Mr/^oller wait on ifr. Willfeu wj^ the unmiimoi)^ 
thazdcs of that body for his* kind attention to their Bill, 
and his generous and active ieal in,support of the cause 
of reli^ous liberty." ^ 

(This gratifying token* of acknowledgment was not 
the only one he received for his speeches and votes 
in the House <ff XDommons. When, in 17B0, a Vote 
of thanks was proposed to Sir Charles Clintom and 
Lord Cornwallis for their services in America, he 
opposed the motion, saying that Every part of it 
conye3rs an approbation of the Americatrwar — a war < 
unfounded in principle and fatal in its tsonseq^uences 
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to rt'i|i||hffty.* I H&gpud^iadd ^ ftt |i]w bfefghuung, 

Mfd k»m |iei|(idadly 'Opp^Ksd £b»,pc(%t^ ia eymy stagest 
both in «n^ out of gariiia^^ti. l?he ^ninent oi^ veiy 
important dervioesto his Majesty and this country, men- 
ticnied in the motion, 1 mitirely disapprove, and» conse- 
quently shsll,|^j^b!b^^d the poor pittance of my thanks 
and graUtude where 1 do not thihk them merited^ in 
a war of glaring injustice and wretched pcdicy.”* In 
consequence of the effectiveness of the speech, which 
opened with the foregoing sentences, it was resolved at a 
meeting of the Westminster Committee of Association, 
Charles James Fox in the Chair, “ That the thanks of 
this Committee be given to Mr. Wilkes, and such 
other inends to public hberfy as joined in opposing 
the vote* of thanks to General Clinton and Lord Com- 
waUis, upon Monday last, on the ground that success 
in the American war would be the ruin of the liberties 
both of America and England.” 

When the Gordon riots ot 1780 had jeopardized 
the safety of the ^tirc City, and when the Lord 
Mayor displayed^ a ^iegree of pusillanimity 'almost 
criminal, Wilkes stood forth in defence of law and 
order, and was alikq energetic and successful in repel- 
ling the onslaught of the rioters upon the Bank of 
England. For lus services al this crisis, he reived 
the special thanks of the Privy Council. He was as 
zealous in shielding the persons 'and property of 
Roman Catholics as m defending the Bank ^m pilkge. 
When the riots were suppressed, he fdond, on return- 
ing home, a card Iiom the following eminent members 
of the Church of Borne ; — “ Lord Petre, Sir Edward 
Swinburne, Mr. Stapleton, Mf. William Sheldon, and 

* Bpeeohes, p, 3S7. 
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Mr. Homyhold have been to wait upon Mr. Wilkes, 
to thank him for his support and protection,” • 

After the fall of Lord North’s administration, Wilkes, 
who had hitherto acted as an independent member, 
gave a general support to the second Administration 
of Lord Rockingham. To the Coalition of North 
and Fox ho was strongly opposed, and he spoke and 
voted against Fox’s India BiU. When William Pitt 
accepted the office of Prime Minister, Wilkes trans- 
ferred to him a support which was continued during 
the remainder of his pp,rliamentary career. He enter- 
tained for Pitt the admiration which he formerly had 
for Chatham. Writing to his constituents in 1 782, he 
characterised liim as “ a gentleman* d? as great abili- 
ties, matured even in youth, as this country has at any 
time produced.” One of the last of his parliamentary 
speeches was delivered in defence of Warren Hastings, 
with whom he was on terms of intimate friendship, 
and regarded as a consummate statesman and the 
saviomr of India. He^ retired from Parliament in 
1790. *• ' ‘ ^ • 

In 1779 he received thd most lucrative and hig*hly 
coveted gift which the citizens of Xondon can confer, 
the Cl^amberlainship of thp Citjr. Announcing his 
appointment to Mr. Petrie, he wrote : “It is a post 
adequate, after the payment of my debts, to every 
wish I ean form at fifty-three — profit, pqtronage, and 
extensive usefulness, with rank and ‘•dignity.’^ As 
Chamberlain he had to greet the newly-made free- 
men, among whom were numbered such men as 
William Pitt and the Marquis of Cornwallis, Earl 
Howe and Admiral Nelson. His addresses on these 
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occasions Mwere exceedingly admired at the time, and 
seem now to have been very well adapted for their 
purpose, being filled with many appropriate compli- 
ments expressed in language neither turgid nor tame, 
and contrasting most favourably with conventional 
civic orations. 

Throughout life he had a predilection for printing 
works for private circulation among.his friends. I’he 
Earl of Bute had a similar taste, and indulged in it 
after his fall from power. A work on botany in nine 
volumes, composed by himselfj was privately printed 
at an outlay of 10,000^. Exclusive in this, as in 
other respects. Lord Bute ,had only twelve copies 
printed^ Lattorl}^ Wilkes confined himself to reprodu- 
cing editions of classical autliors. One of these was 
the poems of Catullus, whicb he edited with care : 
he believed, though witliout reason, that his edition 
was wholly free from errors of the press.. Three 
copies were piinted on vellum, and one hundred 
on fine writing-paper. He njcxt printed an,c^lition of 
the comph'tc watiiJ^ of Theophrastus. Presenting 
a copy of the latter to Lord Mansfield, he received the 
following acknowledgment : — “ Lord ISIansfield returns 
many thanks .to Mr. WiUcQS for his Theophrastus, 
a^d congratulates him upon his elegant amusement. 
“Theophrastus drew so admfrably from nature, that 
his characteis live through all times and in every 
coulitr 3 ^” Lbrd Mansfield's delicate irony is not less 
obvious than the stronger irony of the fact that 
Wilkes, who, at one time, had denounced him in no 
measured terms, felt flattered on receiving such a 
compliment. 

In his old ago ho lived in great comfort, Laving a 
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town house in Grosvenor Square, and* a cottage 
at Sandown, in the Isle of Wight, where he spent 
the summer. Mr. Almon states what other less 
partial authorities confirm, that he was diligent 
and regular in the discharge of his ofiScial duties. 

Perhaps a more punctual, patient, penetrating, and 
discriminating Chamberlain has not filled the office 
during the last century. As a magistrate, also, he 
was equally able, assiduous, candid, and just. In these 
capacities he has not left a rival." * Shortly before 
Wilkes’s death. Fox introduced his name in a debate 
on the Treason and Sedition Bills, and used as an 
argument against them the consequences which might 
have followed had they been law w'hen Wilkes was 
tried for libel, adding : “I have not the honour of 
that gentleman’s acquaintance, nor have I, in the 
course of our political lives, frequently agreed with 
him in opinion ; but now that the intemperance of 
the time is past, I submit to the House what must be 
the feeling of every liberal heart at the idea of con- 
demning a person of such high attainments, so dear 
to the society in which he lives, so exemplary as a 
magistrate, and who has shown himself to be so zealous 
a defender of the prerogatives of thg Crown, to a 
punishment so degrading.” j" 

His last public, appearance of any importance took* 
place in 1792, when he presided as Alderman at a 
meeting of thetinhabitants of the Warll of Farring- 
don Without. The declaration of faith he then made, 
although in accordance with what he bad always 
held, yet differs greatly from what is commonly and 

• ^Cemoirs of Wilkes, vol, v. p. 87. 
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erroneously supposed to have been his opinions. He 
stated that he was “ a firm fnend to a limited mon- 
archy, as a government founded on laws, — a govern- 
ment which does not depend on the will or caprice 
of an individual, but rests on known and written 
laws. Such a government best answers the great end 
designed by it — ^to give security and safety to persons 
and to property. This is the government under which 

we live Gentlemen, I ^ firmly attached 

to a limited monarchy. I have spent no small part of 
my life abroad, *in countries where the government 
depended on the will or the caprice of an individual, 
of a minister, a minion, or a mistress, — where no one 
was secure. One of the great advantages of our con- 
stitutioh is, that all is clearly defined, and the limits 
of each branch ascertained. Now in a republican 
government there is a continual struggle who shall be 
the greatest. The Boman was the most famous re- 
public, anti witnessed the contentions of Marius and 
Sylla,* of Cmsar and Pompey, for pre-eminence ; but 
here the line is cleafJ/ ehallced out by law,*— no sub- 
jesjt can with us be so ambitious, or so mad, as to con- 
tend for the sovereign power. We are preserved fi'om 
all those evils which necessarily attend a republican 
government. * On ‘these prihciples it is that 1 profess 
my regard for limited monarchy — a monarchy Which 
is not above law, but is founded upbn law, and secures 
freedom to’the subject.” * 

His last appearance in public wfCs at the general 
election of 1796*. His bitter and unscrupulous enemy, 
the Rev. Home Tooke, was then a candidate for the 
second time to represent Westminster. On the first 
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occasion Wilkes voted for him. Now, to use the 
words of Tooke’s biographer, “ early on the first day 
of the poll, the Chamberlain of London appeared in 
front of the hustings, and, after an elegant compliment 
to the public virtues, talents, and fortitude of Mr. 
Home Tooke, gave him his sole vote.”* His last 
notable official act was to wish Admiral Sir Horatio 
Nelson joy, on the 28th of November, 1797, at being 
made an honorary freeman of the City for his victory 
at Cape St. Vincent. 

After a short illness, he died on 'the 20th of Do- 

• * 

cember, 1797, at the age of seventy. He was buried 
in a vault of Grosvenor Chapel, South Audlcy Street. 
In accordance with his exjwss wi.shesy» the coffin was 
carried by six poor men of the parish, who were re- 
compensed with a guinea each and a suit of clothca 
Many bequests wliich he made, and a provision for a 
natural son and daughter, could not be defrayed out 
of his estate, which he had erroneously supposed to 
have amoimted to about 10,000Z. But liis daughter, 
born in wedlock, who was possestwy}. of ample property 
in licr own right, dischaiged all these obligatiojis 
before her own death, which ‘took place suddenly, five 
years after that of her father. 

His personal appearane'e was not'prepossessing ; liis 
complexion was sallow, and he squinted. Though not 
a brilliant orator, yet in conversation he excelled. Dr. 
Johnson, who detested his pj’inciples, "^as eharaied 
with his wit. When, after some reluctance on John- 
son’s part, the pair were brought togetlier through 
Boswell’s intervention, the former gave expression to 
his opinion in these words : — “ Jack has a great variety 

* Stephen’s Memoirs of Home Tooke, yol. i. p. 229. 
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of talk, Jack is a scholar, and Jack has the manners 
of a gentleman.’’ George the Third, when his hatred of 
Wilkes was most intense, and when he dreaded to have 
a personal interview with him, was constrained to 
admit, after having received him at the head of a 
deputation from the City, that no one, in a similar 
situation, had conducted himself with more propriety ; 
“ he had never seen so well-bred a Lord Mayor.”* 
Charles Butler and Gibbon both rebord the pleasui-o 
they took in his company. Mr. Almon, who knew 
him intimately, and who sho\«;8 no undue desire to 
extenuate his faults, sums up his character of him in 
these words : — “ His social quahtics wiU live iu the 
esteem of every, one who kntvv him. An uncommon 
share of wit, an easy and happy flow of language, and 
a strong memory, all contributed to make his society 
a truly clegaut and classic entertainment to his 
friends.” 

* Jjd.bt Juuinuls of Walpole, vol. 1 p 484 
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HIS OPINIONS, CHARACTER, AND SERVICES. 

By many writers of eminence, Wilkes is never men- 
tioned except in language of the vilest obloquy. Lord 
Brougham judged him 'from Hogarth’s caricature, and 
wrote about his “ inhuman squint and demoniac grin.” 
Nothing that was done io injure hk» has had more 
effect than the sketch of Hogarth : men look at 
the sketch and unhesitatingly pronounce the subject of 
it a villain. Wilkes, who had been the friend and 
was the warm admirer of the artist, justly said that 
such a pencil as Hogarth’s should “ speak to all ages 
and to all nations,” and not “ be dipped in the dirt of 
a faction of a day.” Moreover, •b*' displayed at once 
good nature and good sense by writing as follows 
with regard to this pictorial attempt to vilify him ; — 
“It must be allowed to be an excellent compound 
caricature, or, rather, a caricature of wh’at Nature had 
already caricatured. I know but one apology to be 
made for this gentleman, or, to speak more properly, 
for the person of Mr. Wilkes ; it is, that \c did not 
make himself, and that he never was solicitous about 
the case of his soul (as Shakespeare halls it), only so 
far as to keep it clean and in health. I never heard 
that he once hung over the glassy stream, like another 
Narcissus, admiring the imago in it, nor that he ever 
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stole an amorous look at Jiis counterfeit in a ‘side 
mirror. His form, such as it is, ought to give him no 
pain, while it is capable of giving so much pleasure to 
others. I believe that he finds himself tolerably happy 
in the clay cottage to which he is tenant for life, 
because he had learned to keep it in pretty good order, 
while the share of health and animal sjurits which 
Heaven has given him should hold out. I can scarcely 
imagine he will be one moment peevish about the 
outside of so precarious, so temporary a habitation ; or 
will ever bo brought to own ingenium Galhce mala 
habitat — Monsieur est mnl log6." * 

EjuI Kussell, a less impulsive writer and a much 
sounder critic -tiian Brougham, has said : “ No man 
can now consider "Wilkes as anything but a profligate 
spendthrift, without opinions or principles, l eligious or 
political ; whose impudence far exceeded lus talents, 
ami who always meant licence when he cried liberty." 

It is possildo i/hat Wilkes was a hypociite from fiist 
to last, just as it is possible that every man is a liar 
at heaft. But £fiirm this, as Earl Russell does, is 
not enough. Evidence of some value should be ad- 
duced to sujiport jthe charge that the gieat agitator of 
the Eighteenth century was in every lespect unprin- 
cipled, and ill every particiflar an impostor. Taking 
Iiis private utterances as fairer tests of his reiil opinions 
than any public declarations, the result is the reverse 
of unfavourable to him. 

* To Eiirl Temple he wrote, while the proceedings in 
the case of the North Briton wore pending : “ I have 
never lost sight of the great object of the liberty of the 

* Almou’s Momoirs, vol. iii., p. 25. 

t Introduction to the Bodfoi^ Conespondence, yol^iii., p. 52. 
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subject at large.” “I bope, within a fortnight, to 
congratulate your lordship, and every true lover of 
liberty, on the explicit declaration of a court of justice 
in favour of the liberty of the subject.” Ho certainly 
showed an accurate perception of the nature and 
result of his labours when he stated : “ North Briton 
and Wilkes will be talked of together by posterity, 
and the work is, I believe, the most just and animated 
account of last yesCc’s politics at home.” “ I have this 
cause at heart, and I feel the spirit of Hampden in it, 
but I have not his fortune.” " Though the public fail 
me, I will never bo wanfing to them, and I shall have 
only to say in the end, II est grand, il est beau, 
(le faire des ingrats.'’ “T mean to'-hiy the present 
age under a real obligation in tlie most darling cause 
to an Englishman ; and, however I may suffer my- 
self, the faithful historian’s page and posterity will do 
me justice. There 1 keep my eye steadily fixed.” * 
Lest it should be thought that even the private 
correspondence with Earl Temple is no criterion of the 
tiue sentiments of Wilk&, I may quote a few sen- 
tences from his correspondence with his daughter, 
towartls whom he was not more uniformly affectionate 
than unreserved and confidential. After Luttrell had 
been improperly deelared fo be member fbr Middlesex, 
he wrote : “ Lord Chatham was groat on Tuesday. 1 
have not yet been ‘at either House, to avoid every 
pretence of a riot, or influencing their d^ljates by a 
mob.” Having visited Torbay during an excursion in 
1772, he landed at Brixham, which, he tells his 
daughter, is “ the place where King William landed. 
I was ready to fall on my knees on the sacred spot ; 

* GJrenville Papers, toL ii. pp. 60-75, 138, 139. 
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and could scarcely leave the holy steps on which he 
landed to rescue a wretched people from slavery to the 
Stuarts. I was provoked to find no pyramid, obelisk, 
nor the least public memorial on such a spot ; but 
I hope the memory of that event is engraven 
on the hearts of the people, who seem to me in that 
part of Devonshire very staimch to the cause of 
liberty.” * 

To us, the foregoing expressions ajfpear hyperbolical. 
Yet they might have been uttered in all sincerity a 
century ago. At that time the Revolution was re- 
garded by every man of liberaf opinions as a mighty 
and recent deliverance ; just as the rising of the High- 
landers in 174.5 JWKis felt to haVe been an imminent and 
terrible 'danger. A fiim believer in a limited monarchy, 
such as had been established at the Revolution, Wilkes 
could not but rejoice at the advent of William and the 
discomfiture of Charles Stuart. Any dislike which he 
cnteitained for Ceorge the Third was insphed by a 
f(‘ar lest the hitter might walk in the footsteps of the 
exiled dynasty af^cthc had Extended o^ien ‘favour to 
it.s avowed partisans. With the monarch he had no 
quan’el; for the inan he* had little reverence. In a 
letter to Eiu-l Temple, written when he first heard that 
(Icorge the Third disapproved of his course, he said : 
“*I hear from all hands that the King is enraged at 
my insolence, as he terms it : I regard not his fixiwns 
or his smileg. I will ever be his faithful subject, 
never his servant.” f Writing to Junius in 1771, he 
says, " Lord Clmtham said to me ten years ago ‘ [the 
King] is the falsest hypocrite in Europe.’ I must hate 


Almou’s Memoirs, Tol. iv., p. 111. 
t Grenville Papers, vol. ii. p. 76. 
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the man as much as even Junius can, for throughout 
this whole reign almost it has been \the, King] versus 
Wilkes. This conduct will probably make it Wilkes 
verms \t}\,e King]!' * 

To pronounce a panegyric upon Wilkes because 
others have reviled him, would be a piece of absurdity 
not unprecedented, yet utterly inexcusable. He was 
neither a perfect man nor a perfect monster. In his 
life, which was not that of an ascetic, and in his 
actions, which were not always defensible, he was 
but a type of the society wherein ‘he moved, and a 
natural product of the age in which he lived. One of 
his misfortunes was to be frequently in debt ; in this 
matter, however, he erre'd no morer grievously than 
great statesmen whom wo delight to honour ; Chatham 
and William Pitt, Edmund Bmko and Charles James 
Fox. Another shortcoming was proneness to free bilk 
and loose living ; in tliis, too, he was no worse than 
Sir Robert Walpole and Henry Fox, Lord Chesterfield 
and Lord Sandwich, Lord Chancellor Northington and 
Lord Chancellor Thurlow, while be ^was a paitcrn of 
purity compared with that polished gentleman, George, 
Prince of Wales. Gibbon, ■\^ho, in^his autobiography, 
reprehends the tendency of Wilkes to unclean speech, 
has demonstrated, by many an allusion and many a 
footnote in his great history, that his own noind dwelt 
frequently on impure and unsavoury topics. Lord 
March, who exerted himself to obtain a proof-sheet of 
the Essay ort Woman, in order that ho might curry 
favour with the Court and the Government by furnish- 
ing a plausible pretext for prosecuting Wilkes as the 
printer and publisher, was himself the most systematic 


* Letters of Juniiis, yol. i. p.* 304. 
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corruptor of female innocence, and the most thorough- 
paced rascal of the century. 

The personal shortcomings of Wilkes were perfectly 
well known to his contemporaries, yet they avaih'd 
nothing in lessening his popularity among the great bulk 
of the people. Some persons, indeed, tried to disparage 
him by contrasting his private life with his public pro- 
fessions. The reply made at the time by Junius was 
accepted by all sensible men as conclusive, nor has its 
force and appositeness been weakened by time : " It is 
not necessary to c*xact fsom Mi;, Wilkes the viitues of 
a stoic. They were inconsistent with themselves, who, 
almost at the same moment, represented him as the 
basest ^f mankind, yet seemed to expect from him 
such instances of fortitude and self-denial as would do 
honour to an apostle. It is not, however, flattery to 
say that he is obstinate, intrepid, and fertile in ex- 
pedients. Tliat he has no possible resource but in the 
public favour, is, in my judgment, a considerable re- 
comm*endation of him. I wish that every man who 
pretended tb pop«.l«fcrity were in the same predicament. 
1 wish that a retreat to St. James's were not so easy 
and open as patiiote have found it.”* 

Those who ^deny that .he performed any service for 
which his country ought to be grateful, and those who 
eulogize him as a patriot of the purest water, equally 
misapprehend his real position and misconstrue his 
actual achievements. That a man ^f the most dis- 
jncablc and abandoned character should for many 
years have waged a bitter and, in the end, a triumph- 
ant contest with the Court, with successive Ministries, 
and with the Legislature, simply to gratify his personal 


* Jjettera of Junius, yo). iL p. 437. 
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malice and to gain a purely personal victory, is absurd 
and preposterous. A modern Jack Cade may deliver 
many silly and illogical speeches and do some violent 
and stupid things, but his career will necessarily be brief 
and his cause abortive. A mere agitStor like Home 
Tooke or Tom Paine can easily produce a temporary 
excitement in the public mind and a momentary annoy- 
ance in ministerijjl circles. Yet, in this country, the 
utmost power of a demagogue is but a figment, should it 
solely depend upon individual prepossessions and per- 
sonal antipathies. Had the 'aim of Wilkes been to 
make a ])osition for himself by writing and speaking 
against the Government, and to make money out of 
sham patriotism, he would have been the scandalous 
hero of the hour, a Dyson or a Rigby, a Ranington 
or a Dundas, but would never have risen to be the 
leader of a strong party, and the most useful man 
in the kingdom. Personally he was subordinate 
to his cause. The cause of which he became the 
champion was really that of the nation. He inight 
never have filled a niche in historyTifcGeorgc The Thii-d 
had chosen to rule in the true spirit of the Constitution, 
and if the Earl of Bute and LordtNoith had been in 
policy and at heart constitutional Ministei-s. 

Had Bute been another Straflbrd in capacity, as he 
was in inclination, Wilkes’s denunciations would not 
have been fatal to him. The Favouritp, however, 
was bold in planning and headstrong in mlvising, but 
weak and timorous in action. The sound made by his 
own policy affrighted him. He shrank at the decisive 
moment from giving effect to his convictions. With a 
circulation greater than any periodical since the Crafts- 
man, the North' Briton, though edited by a man the 
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intellectual inferior of Bolingbroke, yet exercised an 
influence and achieved a success for which Bolingbroke 
would have made any sacrifice. Public opinion, 
moulded, concentrated, and inflamed by articles in the 
Briton^ manifested, with unmistakable emphasis, 
dciJitation of Bute as a statesman and a Minister ; 
Lord Bute reluctantly bowed his head and resigned 
ofiSce. Nevertheless, the authority vdelded by Wilkes 
over his contemporaries would have been impotent to 
effect any change, his denunciation of the treaty of 
Paris, and his invectives-against the Scotch, would have 
fallen flat, had not the readeis of his articles been pro- 
disposed to admire and apprpve of them. Politically, 
he was Jittle nio¥e than the conductor of an electric cur- 
rent ; the electricity which produced the shock had been 
previously stored and was ready to flash into action. 

When the results of his onslaught on unconsti- 
tutional rulers became apparent, when the ministerial 
efforts to take revenge upon liim became known, he 
was fhe object of sympathy^ because he had acted in 
alliance mdi the people, and was commonly regarded 
as a martyr in the most holy of causes to Englishmen, 
the cause of conetitutiomd government and of free 
speech. His committal to t^c Tower under a General 
Warrant was rightly believed to be as high-handed a 
measure as the attempted arrest of the five membera 
and the actual arrest of the seven bishops, as any deed 
of royal violence and oppression for which Charles the 
First expired on the seafibld and James the Second 
died in exile at “St. Germains. 

John Wilkes was not the first man illegally appre- 
hended and unjustifiably maltreated under a General 
Warrant, any more than John Hampden was the first 
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j&an impiopQrly summoned to t>ay Ship-Money. Ne^ly 
fifty of these nmnants had heen wrongfiilly jssiied hy 
different SecreWies of State siube the ezpiiy, in 1695,. 
of the Act imposmg h censoichip on the Press and 
placing piinters and publishers at the mercy of a 
Secretary of State. Hundreds of men who had 
printed or published something of which the Govern- 
ment disapproved had been taken into custody under 
a General Warrant, cast into prison, prosecuted without 
possibility of making a defence that would satisfy the 
Court, ruined without hppe of jredresi^. So tyrannically 
had this organized baiting of unhappy and often 
innocent printers and publishers been conducted, that 
it was with extreme difficulty Wilkes’'could induce any 
publisher to issue the North Briton. 

Had he tamely yielded to fate, and borne his 
sentence without murmuring, it is hard to say 
how far such a precedent would have extended the 
usurped practice of muzzling the* unofficial and in- 
dependent, Press. The manly resistance of Wilkes 
was applauded aU the more loudlg^i-bocau«e'‘Bo many 
had unjustly suffered beford he was attacked. Those 
who had been tom from fheir fomilics by officers 
armed with a General Warrant; who had chafed under 
the punishment; who had been irretrievably injured in 
reputation, and reduced to beggary along with all 
who were most dear to them, could not too vehe- 
mently praise t|ie first daring man who .made a suc- 
cessful resistance, and who, by his resistance, had 
-enabled others to breathe freely ahd pursue their 
lawful avocations in security. Just as there was a 
public opinion awaiting the watchword to condemn 
Lord Bute and his system, so there was an opinion 
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zoadj'iio.ta]^ active fofm when Wilkes 4pi>wnstrated 
that JjOfd Halifax had violated the M'w ia sending 
Mih to the TofWer and seizing his papers. For his 
condemnation of General Warrants^ Pitt was made 
the heir to the estate of Burton Pynsent by on utt<» 
stranger. The reward of Wilkes for a niore genuine 
service in the cause of freedom was to be cheered by 
the admiring multitude, and to be mercilessly reviled 
and systematically persecuted by all who professed to 
be the King’s best frienda 

Not less useful* than the liberty of printing, which 
Wilkes conquered for the Press in the discussion 
of current polities, was the^ freedom which, through 
his instrumentality, the Press acquired to report 
Parliamentary debates. It is difficult to believe now 
that the maehineiy of legislation and government 
ever worked smoothly and efficiently without the 
publication of the proceedings in both Houses of 
Pai'liament. To deliver a studied oration to a select 
and secret assembly is an exercise of talent* and a 
display of rhetor j.'*"il skill, but nothing more. This, 
however, was deemed deliberating by our forefathers, 
and in consequence of legislation being conducted 
in seclusion, the Ministry, could corrupt the House of 
Commons, and the CVown could control the Ministiy 
to an extent wholly impossible when all acts per- 
formed, *and all words spoken, are done and uttbred, 
as it were, in the presence of the entire nation. 
The members of both Houses of the Legislature wen* 
conscious that recklessness and intemperance in speech 
and conduct must be bridled if the public became 
witnesses of their deliberations. Hence their wrath 
against the printers who fimt mirrored their proceed- 
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ings for tlie information of the people.’ The reporters 
of those days worked in constant terror lest they 
should be ruthlessly punished for breaches of privi- 
lege. ITie hirelings of power went scot free, while 
the unpurchaseable pens were imprisoned. It was 
Wilkes who instigated the last great struggle in 
this country when the House of Commons desired 
to act as arbitrajily as the Stax Chamber in persecut- 
ing the printers of newspapers. Owing to his sagjicity 
and firmness the printers gained the day. The Com- 
mons have never rescinded • their ’resolution against 
news-writers ; yet a century has elapsed since to 
report the debates has, entailed punishment for a 
breach of privilege. If the Reporters’ Gallery were 
now to remain rmtenanted for a night while the House 
is sitting, complaints as bitter as those made in 1771 
by Colonel Onslow would be uttered against the 
conductors of the Press, for failing in their self- 
imposed duty to Parliament and the public. To no 
one man, does the public owe regular acquaintance 
with the performances of their ropscsentsfci^s* in Par- 
liament, and members of ' ParlianJBnt their power to 
refer to and quote the volumes of V Hansard,” so much 
as to John Wilkes. , • 

A charge made against his consistency is fiequently 
cited as a proof of his real worthlessness. It is based 
on the two following anecdotes told in ^ the Life of 
Lord Eldon. JJne day George the Third, atldressing 
Wilkes, and referring to Mr. Serjeant Glynn as his 
political friend, was answered, “ Oh, no, sir, he was a 
Wilkite, which I never was ! ” Once, as Wilkes was 
walking in Covent Garden, a market-woman re- 
cognising him, called out, "Wilkes and Liberty,” 
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whcrelipon lie said, •“ Stop, you old fool 1 that’s 
over long ago.” 

^th anecdotes may be literally true, yet they in no- 
wise justify the conclusion that he was an unprincipled 
quack. Not a sentence ho ever penned or spoke 
marks him ^,3 a possible revolutionist, or oven as an 
extreme reformer. He was perfectly satisfied with the 
Constitution as established at the E9 volution. He was 
ready to amend it, but its principle he wished to pre- 
serve. If he opposed the Crown and stood forth as the 
chamjnon of liberty, it was because he believed that 
the Crown designed to subvert the principle of the 
Constitution, to gag liberty,, and render another revo- 
lution ^lupcrati^e. But some who acted with him 
were anxious to disestablish the Crown and to super- 
sede the Constitution. In their mouths ]il)erty meant 
an equivalent for anarchy. An exact parallel has been J 
witnessed in oior own <lay. Many persons were once 
betrayed by misjudging passion into thinking tbat,^ 
of air our public men, the mo§t extreme andjelangerous, 
the raosf'*^''adicrd^in polities and the most repre- 
liensilde in his* aims, tbe fiercest enemy of the 
monarchy and the uncompromising friend of demo- 
cracy, was the great orator and sober-minded statesman, 
John Bright. When, in burning words, he denounced 
those who withheld the franchise from millions of 
honest Citizens, and when he laboured with imabated 
eni'rgy to render the House of Conjmons a faithful 
reflex* of the nation’s mind, he was cheered and 
followed by hundreds who wished to accomplish all th.it 
be desired, and much of which he hatl never dreamed. 
His name has been invoked, without his sanction, in 
support of levelling schemes he abhorred. Those who 
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did so might profess to be his disciples, but of them he 
might say that he, for one, was never a Brightite, 
with as great truth and propriety as Wilkes told 
George the Third that "Mr. Serjeant Glynn was a 
Wilkite, which he never was.” 

Nor does the other anecdote prove anything except 
the bad faith of those who retail it in support of a 
senseless accusation. When General Warrants had 
been solemnly pronounced illegal by a court of 
justice, and formally condemned by the House of 
Commons ; when newspapers* were suffered to record 
Parliamentary proceedings without interference ; when 
the outrage perpetrated •upon the :|ji^hts of electors 
in his person had been partially condoned byt. Wilkes 
being allowed to take his seat unchallenged as 
member for Middlesex, and was deprived of all mis- 
chief as a precedent by the resolutions relating to it 
being expunged from the Journals of the House ; when 
the work of Wilkes had been finished, and he was, 
in his own most expressive phrase, " a fire bun^t out,” 
it was sheer mockery to rake the of "Rilkes and 
Liberty,” and it was the siipple truth to say all that 
was “ over long ago.” ' 

To the close of his life he had devqted adherents. 
By members of the Whig party, however, he was 
ridiculed in later, years for having deserted their 
side ; the truth being that he had always been a 
Whig of the school of Pitt, and had neW identified 
himself with the school of which the Marqifess of 
Rockingham was the head and Charles James Fox the 
most powerful exponent. When he voted in Parlia- 
ment against them, they held him up to opprobrium 
as a renegade. In 1790, a pasquinade, written by 
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Shendan, Tickell, and Lord John Townshend, con- 
tains the following lines which express rudely, but 
clearly, the prevailing Whig view : 

« Jolumy Wilkes, Johnny Wilkes, 

Thou fireatest of bilks. 

How dianged are the notes you now sing : 

Your fam^ Forty-five 
Is prerogative, 

And your blasphemy, * Ood save the King,* 

Johnny Wilkes, 

And your blasphemy, * GK>d save the King.’ ” 

His admirers went to the opposite extreme. A 
gentleman &amed as precious ^lics the buttons which, 
when he fought a duel with Martin, diverted the 
bulleti and hindered his wound from proving mortal. 
On thq case dontaining them were inscribed the 
following words : “ These two simple yet invaluable 
buttons, under Providence, preserved the life of 
my beloved and honest friend, John Wilkes, in 
a duel fought with Mr. Martin on the 16th of 
November, 1763, when true courage and humanity 
distiifguished him in a manner scarcely ^known to 
former a§0B. invincible bravery, as well in the 

field as in the glorious assertion of tbe liberty of his 
fellow-subjects, will deliver him down, an unparalleled 
example of public virtue, to all future generations.” 
.pother instance of the tendency to see everything that 
was good in him was given in a conversation between 
two women • “ squinted ; t’ other replied, 

* Squints ! w«ll, if he does, it is not Qiore than a man 
should squint.’ ” * This feminine decision, absurd as it 
may appear, is* paralleled by what Burke said of 
Windham ; “ He is just as he should be. If I were 
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‘Windham this inmate, I should not wish to bo thinner 
nor. fatter, nor taller nor shorter, nor in anyway, nor 
in anything, altered.”* 

The truth is that the admirers and the abhorrers of 
Wilkes both indulged in unreasonable exaggeration. 
If the one side shouted “ noble patriot,” the other re- 
]»licd “vile incendiary;” when by the one he was hailed 
as the angel of li])crty, by the other he was execrated 
as the demon of license. lie shocked the Tories 
by his audacity, and the Whigs by despising their 
measures. Writers from whom a cool suiwey and a just 
conclusion might have been expected, pronounce his 
career a public scandal. In this respect, the Whigs have 
acted more discreditably than the Tories. EarhKusscll 
and Lord Brougham have tried to gibbet his memory. 
In a moment of rhetorical heat Brougham dej)ictcd 
him as a monster whose ugly features were in perfe<*t 
keeping with his vile mind. Moreover, he charged 
Wilkes with administering the sacrament to an ai)e. 
For this accusation he .cited no authority. In the 
Oxford 3In(jazine, for 1771, when '.Vilkes was shield- 
ing the printers of ncwspai>crs from the vongc'ance of 
an irate House of Commons, Lord feiandwich is named 
among the friends of his ©pponjjiits ^as one “ who 
administered, with aU the forms of religious cerp- 
mony, the sacranjent of the Lord’s Supper to a 
dog.” To substitute an ape for a dog, and the 
name of Wilkes for that of Sandwiclf, appears to 
have been the not very difficult, but most malignant 
feat of Brougham. 

This strikingly proves how easy it is to create' an 
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imaginary Wilkes. A strong phrase often' passes, 
current as the image of a man ; Sir Rot)ert Walpole is 
commonly referred to as the utterer of an immoral sen- 
timent which never passed his lips. In the same way 
that a caricature of Wilkes has taken the place of the 
real personage, a caricature of Byron, representing him 
as living the worst lives of his worst characters, was 
once accepted as a true picture of the poet, and is 
stiU thought by credulous and iU-iiCformed persons to 
be drawn from life. Both have had to bear the sins of 
their neighbours in addition to their own. It may be, 
as has been asserted, that Wilkes is the Cleon of the 
Eighteenth century; if so, he is not the Cleon of 
Mitford, but the Cleon of Gfote. 

It would be idle to maintain that ho was an 
exceptionally good man like Hampden, or such a 
model patriot as Marvell. He was no paragon of 
morality. In one particular, however, he was supe- 
rior to his contemporaries; to the common vice of 
gaming he was not addicted. Ho mentions the 
fashionable game of Faro ohly to say that? he detests 
it, " as well as every other li^nd of gaming."** When 
a youth, he was ^tempted to engage in play on one 
occasion and lost five hundred guineas. His father 
paid the debt? and* said to hftn, “ Jack, mind you do so 
ho more." He promised he would never offend again, 
and “never afterwards touched a die or a card.”t 
That he had 8* taste for other vices is beyond dispute. 
While not concurring with Mandeville in holding 
private vices to be public benefits, I hold that public 


• Aluion’s Memoirs, vol. iii.; p, 127. 

t Foot-note by the Editor of Letters to his Daughter, vol. ii., p. 
217. 
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benefits are not wholly neutralized by private vices. 
Contemporaries of Wilkes who were high in favour, 
with their sovereign, Lord Sandwich and Lord Le 
Despencer, Lord Weymouth and Lord March, were 
pre-eminent among the drunkards and profligates of 
the age ; not one of them could claim mitigation of 
censure on the ground of a single benefit conferred 
upon the public. They have not, however, been cast 
to the lions along with Wilkes ; on the contrary, their 
interested devotion to the King has been favourably 
compared with - the generoufi ardoilr of Wilkes in 
suffering for the people. He has been maligned as a 
self-seeking demagogue; they, and others like unto 
them, have had their vices extenuated and their 
services magnified. Yet the so-called demagogue was 
the true friend of order. The really dangerous 
revolutionists were to be found in the ranks of 
Ministries and surrounding the throne ; the worst of 
all wore the Crown. 

His contemporaries, although they differed as to 
the value of his services, yet cono^^red in “allowing 
him to have no living superior as a wit. One of them 
tells us, “ he abounded in anecdote wit was so con- 
stantly at his command that >^agers have been gained, 
that, from the time he quitted his home near Storey’s 
Gate, till he reached Guildhall, no one would address 
him, who would leave him without a smile or a hearty 
laugh.” * He was endowed with a gift which is so 
un-English that an exact equivalent for it does not 
exist in our language, which the French call Esprit” 
and of which the English representative is what the 
vulgar call chaff, which is “ Esiyrit ” in the rough. 

* Beminisoences of Charles Butler, toI. i. 75. 
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Pages might be filled with the clever sayings attri- 
buted to Wilke£^ and pages of discussion wotdd be neces- 
sary to settle their authenticity. Many things which 
were palpable hits and excellent jokes a century ago, 
appear pointless and silly now. Yet it can be imagined 
that at a City banquet, where a little wit goes a very 
long way, the remark which set his hearers in a roar, 
would not fail of success if repeated again. Mr. Aider- 
man Burnell, who had begun life as a bricklayer, 
having a soft pudding to help, and doing it clumsily 
with a spoon, WiHces advised him “ to take a trowel 
to it” In a chop-house, a rude-mannered customer 
annoyed the otlier customers by impatiently shout- 
ing for his steak ; Wilkes observed on its being set 
before £im, “ Usually the bear is brought to the 
stake, here the steak is brought to the bear.” Lord 
Sandwich asking him whether he thought he should 
die of a certain contagious disease or on the scaffold 1 
He replied, “ That depends, my lord, whether I em- 
brace your principles or your mktressi” Hearing 
Lord Thuilow, wba was thonWspected of faithlessness 
to the Kin g, exclaim in the House of Lords, “ When I 
forget my King, yiay nfy God forget me,” Pitt re- 
marked, “Oh, the rascql;” Burke said, “The best 
thing that can* happen to you while Wilkes’s com- 
nient W'a^ “ He’ll see you damned first.” Lord Eldon, 
recording that the respectable Company of Merchant 
Tailors had honoured him with the freedom of their 
company, adds, “ their motto is, ‘ Coneordid parvee 
res crescunt’ * That wicked wag, John Wilkes, 
construed these words thus : — ‘ Nine tailors make a 
man.’ ”* In a letter to his daughter, Wilkes gives, as 

* Life of Lord Eldon, vol. ii,, p. 251. 
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an example of wit, as neat a sajdng as any of those 
attributed to him. Mr. Conway, looking at a fur- 
nished house to be let, “ saw a pretty servant-maid, 
whom he asked if she was to be let too, as well as 
the house ? ’ She answered, ‘ No, sir, I am to be let 
alone.’ ” * His reputation as a wit was not confined 
to one language, or to this country. In France he 
was numbered among sayers of good things at a time 
when to make a* clever epigram was to achieve fame. 
Some of his sayings in French are repeated and 
admired to this day.f 

That he was. a fascinating associate cannot be 
doubted. Gibbon was struck with his talk and his 
knowledge. Charles Butler says that he was a de- 
lightful companion, and that “ he was highly respected 
and loved” by all who knew him in private life.J 
Samuel Eogers records that “he was very gentlemanly 
in appearance and manners.” § His pleasant tongue 
charmed away the prejudices of Dr. Johnson. Hannah 
More thought him, “very entertaining” in conversa- 
tion. |1 He was the subject of the JoUowing eulogium 
from Lord Mansfield, who, dining with Mr. Strahan in 
1783, and the name of Wilkes beyig mentioned, said 
“ Mr. Wilkes was the pleasantest companion, the politest 
gentleman, and the best scholar he 'knew.” ^ 

Wilkes anticipated that “ the faithful historian’s 
page and posterity would do him justice.’’ Hitherto, 

* Letters to his Daughter, vol. hi., p. 185. • 

t M. Louis BLadc informs me that he has heard the following two 
lines hy Wilkes repeated with a smile : — 

• ** Ces brigands de Fran^ais dont les sanghint couteaux 
Coupent la aux rois e% la queue aux choyaux.” 
i Beminisconces, yol. i., p. 77. 

§ lice’s Becollections, p. 43. 

II hfomoirs of llannah More, yol. ii., p. 109. 

^ Memoir prefixed to Letters to his Daughter, yol. i., p. 163. 
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>4^e historian’s page has contained many scandalous 
And exaggerated stories about his career, and many 
gross aspersions on his character. Chroniclers of his 
doings have not veiled their disappointment at being 
unable to record that his end was to ret in a gaol or 
swing from a gibbet. They evidently think it un- 
seemly that Wilkes should have departed this life 
amidst the affection of attached friends and the un- 
feigned regret of old enemies whose rancour had 
been transmuted into respect. Hence they have 
deemed it their * duty ,to calumniate his memory, 
attenuate whatever w^as most honourable in his con- 
duct, underrate or decry his personal share in up- 
holding a glorious cause, linstead of being treated 
with common justice, he has been treated as a 
scape-goat Posterity has been taught to consider 
him as nothing but a charlatan, with as much 
propriety as posterity was tiught in the Middle 
Ages to regard Virgil as nothing but a magician. His 
last wish was that his tombstone should be inscribed 
with the words A Friend to Liberty.” Many 
whose remains have been carried in state to West- 
minster Abbey, an^ repoSe there under splendid monu- 
ments, have had falser^ and less merited epifciphs. 
Granting it to be ’true, as his traducers allege, that in 
professing attachment to liberty he was but acting a 
part, it is undeniable that his part was a most useful 
one, and that his performance has proved his country’s 
gain. In consideration of the value of the result, an 
enlightened posterity may well refrain from applying 
a microscope to his motives and a magnifying glass 
to his faults, and fittingly render to his actual achieve- 
ments a tribute of gratitude and approval. 
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Lobd Byron wrote in his Diary on the 18th Decem- 
ber, 1813, “Whatever Sheridan has done or chosen to 
do has been, par excelleiiee, the.&esi of its kind. He has 
written the hast comedy (‘School for Scandal’); the best 
opera (‘ The Duenna’ — iu mj’’ jnind far before that of St. 
Giles’s lampoon, ‘ The Beggar’s 0[)era ’) ; the best farce 
(‘ The Critic ’ — it is only too good for an after-piece) ; 
and the best address (Monologue on Garrick) ; and to 
crown all, delivered the very best oration (the famous 
Begum speech) ever conceived or heard in this country.” 
The foregoing opinions were expressed in the pre- 
sence of Lord Holland and others, who repqfted them 
to Sheridan. Hearing that the gratification of the 
latter had affected him even to teal's, Byron added : — 
“ Poor Brinsley 1 if* they are tears of pleasure, 1 would 
rather have said those few,. but sincere, words, tlian 
ha,ve written an Iliad, or made his now celebrated 
philippic. Nay, his own comedy never gratified me 
more than 1^ hear he had derived a moment’s gratifica- 
tion from any praise of mine — humble as it may 
appear to ‘ my elders or betters.’ ” 

Byron was a great poet, a staunch friend, a good hater, 
and a bad critic. He was so unmeasured in praising 
those whom he preferred, that his eulogiums must 
generally be taken subject to material qualifications. 



U» RICHARD- MR/i^SLEy ^MRWA^. • 

Yet, in the casfe of Sheridan, as an orator, he is 
not singular in ,his laudation. Eeferring, to the 
speeA at the impeachment of Warren Hastings, 
Gibbon wrote in his wonted grand, style ; — “ Mr. 
Sheridan’s eloquence demanded^ my applause.” Burke 
declared that the speech on the Begum Charge was 
the most astonishing effort of eloquence, argument, 
and wit united, of which th(>re was any record or 
tradition.” Pitt said that speech “ suri)assed all the 
eloquence of ancient and modern times ; and possessed 
everything that geniu^ or art could furnish to agitate 
the human mind.” Fox testified tliat all “ he had 
ever heard, all he had eyer read, when compared with 
it, dwindled into nothing, and vanished like vapour 
before the sun.” Nor was Sheridan’s personal career 
wanting in incident and interest. As dramatist, 
orator, and active member of the LibiTal Opposition 
combined, he had no parallel during the mign of 
George the Third. 
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LIFE AHD WRITINGS. 

The ancestors of Sheridan were’ noted for their 
intellect and eccentricity. His grandfather was an 
intimate friend of Swift. The Dean of St. Patrick’s 
gave his friend a living, but* could not teach him 
prudence. Ho was a chaplain to the Lord Lieutenant, 
and ]n’cach(‘d a senuon on the Inrthday of the repre- 
sentative of royalty, taking as a text, “ sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof.” His name was afterwards 
expuiig(>d from the list of Court Chaplains. Lord Cork 
characterizes him as '* a punster, a <piibbler, a fiddler, 
and a wit. . . . His pen and fiddlestick were in 

continual motion, and yet to little or no purpose.” 
He died in penury, leaving behind him a son who 
had received a fair education, who was obliged to 
go on the stage ^or a kubsisteuce, and who, when 
he had made a name as an actor, thought himself 
the equal of Garrick. From George the Seeond he 
re’ceived a pension of £300 a-ycar, which enabled him 
to devote his time to the great project of refining the 
manners and, morals of the age by teaching elocution 
to young men. A Pronouncing Dictionary which he 
published, his acting, liis elocutionary panacea, gave 
him notoriety, while his lectures added to his income. 
They were filled with paradoxes. Hannah More has 
left this account of h im as a lecturer : “He was sensible. 
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but pedantic as usual. He abused ail the English 
poets, because none of them had written to the heart.*** 
He wrote a bad farce called Contain O'Btimder. 
He enjoyed some reflected glory from his wife^ who 
was a successful writer of novels and comedies. 
Mrs. Sheridan’s romance of NourjaJiad was thought 
worthy of translation into French ; her novel, Syd- 
ney Biddulph, was pronounced by Fox one of the 
best of the century ; her comedy, The Discovery, was 
a favourite with the public. 

Richard Brinsley Butler Sherida’n was the second 
son of these accomplished parents, and was bom in 
Dublin in September, 1751. Along with his elder 
brother Charles, he received the elements of education 
from Mr. White, afterwards the early teacher of 
Thomas Moore, and who, though an experienced and 
discerning man, could detect no promise in Richard 
Sheridan, pronouncing him “a most impenetrable 
dunce.” His father concurred in this decision ; 
Thomas, fhe dullest of his children, he loved the best, 
and regarded as the genius of the family. When 
Sheridan was twelve, his parents removed to England, 
his father thinking that country a much wider and 
more promising field than Iceland wherein to legcne- 
rate his fellow-men through the medium of elocution. 
His son Richard never revisited his native land. He 
was sent to Harrow, where he remained till the ago 
of eighteen. He was very popular with his school- 
fellows ; none c.ould excel him in robbing an orchard 
or in neglecting lessons. Dr. Sutxiner, the head- 
master, and Dr. Parr, one of the under-masters, both 
perceived that he could ^istin^ish himself in school 
^ Memoirs of Hannah More, yol. i., p. 395, 
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if he would but try^ and they urged him to do justice 
to his talents. Their expostulations had no effect ; he 
preferred play to books, and left school with the mini- 
mum of acquired learning. His father could not afford 
to send him to the University, so, that he went to live 
with his parents at Bath, where they were temporarily 
residing. 

Although young Sheridan had no other advantages 
than those of a pleasing presence an’d a ready wit, he 
yet succeeded in entering the best society of Bath. 
At that time, Bath was fashionable Loudon in minia- 
ture. People of position and ‘fortune, who had lost 
their health, or who were simply in quest of variety 
and excitement, went to Bath* as their successors go to 
Baden, itomburg, Nice, or the Nile. At this water- 
ing-place, the line of demarcation between the higli- 
born and the lowly sojourner was less clearly drawn 
than in the capital ; ' a handsome person, polished 
manners, a tiuent tongue, or even fine clothes, were 
much better recommendations for admission into the 
small and unrestrained cirefes of Bath than into 
the larger and more exclusive circles of London. 
Adventurers found, oppoHunities there which they 
could not enjoy elsewhere., Kich and ambitioiis widows 
• went to Bath ih th5 hope of capturing titled, if poor, 
husbands. Gentlemen possessing more audacity than 
money went thither to entrap heiresses. The hyi)o- 
chondriac went to get rid of imaginary ailments ; the 
cripple from gout and rheumatism went to leave his 
crutches behind him ; the fortune-hunter often returned 
a husband and a man of substance ; the rich spinster 
or widow often returned miserable and a wife. 

No other town in England hiis ever enjoyed, or 
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may again acquire, such a reputation as Bath then 
had as a sanatorium for ailing statesmen, politicians, 
authors, and authoresses. Hither came, for rest 
after toil, or to take the mineral waters, the men 
most conspicuous in pur history since the Revolution 
— Pulteney, Chesterfield, Bolinghroke, and Chatham ; 
John Wilkes, Charles James Fox, William Pitt, and 
Edmund Burke. The learned Mrs. Carter, the clever 
Mrs. Montagu, the fascinating Mrs. Thrale, the sen- 
sible and serious Hannah More, the discerning Fanny 
Bumey, all visited Bath either for health or pleasure, 
or for health and pleasure combined. A little lame 
boy was brought to this place, in order that his 
withered leg might be made whole. He left it with 
his infirmity uncured. Though' but six years old, he 
was regarded as a remarkable child by strangers who 
made his acquaintance. His name was Walter Scott. 

Lady Miller was a resident in the neighbourhood of 
Bath whose acquaintance was greatly sought after, 
and whose circle was opened to Sheridan. She had 
travelled m Italy and Written a diy narrative of her 
experiences ; she aspired to be the patroness of rising 
genius and professed to be a* judgo^of poetry. She as- 
sembled round her, at her villa of Bath Easton, all 
the well-connected and ‘ well-bred‘ pemons of either 
sex who thought that they had talents, who fancied 
they could write poetry, and who wished to shine. In 
a letter to Lady Aylesbury, the “ PuppeJ; Tamassus ” 
of Lady Miller is thus described by that incom- 
parable letter-writer, accomplished* poetaster, and 
inimitable retailer of scandal, Horace Walpole : — 
“ You must know. Madam, there is erected a new Par- 
nassus, composed of three laurels, a myrtle-tree, a 
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wceping-vrillow, and a view of the Avon, which has 
now been christened Helicon, ^en years a^ there 
lived a Madam Riggs, an old rough humourist, who 
passed for a wit ; her daughter, who passed for 
nothing, was married to a Captain Miller, full of good- 
natured oificiousness. These good folks were friends 
of Miss Rich, who carried me to dine at Bath Easton, 
now Pindus. They caught a little of what was then 
called taste, built and planted, and fegot children, till 
, the whole caravan was forced to go abroad to retrieve. 
Alas ! Mrs. Millei* is returned a beauty, a genius, a 
Sappho, U tenth Muse, as recondite as Mademoiselle 
de Scuderi, and as sophisticated as Mrs. Vesey. The 
captain’^ fingers arc loaded with cameos, and his 
tongue runs over with virtH ; and that both may con- 
tribute to the improvement of their own country, they 
have introduced hout-riin^s as a new discovery. They 
hold a Parnassus fair every Thursday, give out rhymes 
and themes, and all the flux of quality at Bath con- 
tend for the prizes. A Roman vase, dressed jvith pink 
ribbons and myrtles, receives the poetry, which is 
drawn out every festival ; six judges of these Olympic 
games retire and select the brightest compositions, 
which the respective successful acknowledge, kneel 
to Mra Calliope Miller, kiss her fair hand, and are 
crowned* by it with — I don’t know what. You may 
think this a fiction, or exaggeration. Be dumb, un- 
believers 1 The collection is printed — published. Yes, 
on my faith, there are hotU-rhnSs on a buttered mufiin 
made by her Grace the Duchess of Northumberland ; 

‘ :^ceipts to make them by Corydon the veaemblo, 
George Pitt ; others, very pretty, by Lord Pal- 
merston ; some by Lord Carlisle ; many by Mrs. 
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Miller lierself, that have no fault hut wanting metre 
— an immortality premised to her without end or 
measure." * 

The probabilities are that Walpole competed for a 
prize^ and failed to obtain one. His account of Bath 
Easton is more than a caricature and less than the 
truth. Doubtless he paid his hostess many moch com- 
pliments which she accepted as genuine, and thought 
the proud possessor of Strawberry HiU enchanted;)|i^ 
when he was actually quizzing her. Miss Fanny 
Burney’s sketch of the same place, Written in 1 780, is 
apparently more trustworthy : — “ Do you know that, 
notwithstanding Bath Easton is so much laughed 
at in London, nothing here is more toni^ than 
to visit Lady Miller, who is extremely curious in 
her company, admitting few people who are not of 
rank or fame, and excluding of those who are not 
people of character very unblemished. . . . Lady' 

Miller is a round, plump, coarse-looking dame of about 
forty, an<J while her aim is to appear an elegant 
woman of fashion; all her success is to seem an 
ordinary woman in very common life, with fine clothes 
on. Her manners are bustling, .her air is mock- 
important, and her manners very inelegant. So much 
for the lady of Bath Easton ; wKo, however, seems 
extremely good-natured, and who is, I aln sure, 
extremely civil.” f In this set, Sheridan gained 
many a prize, and had an opportunity*' of studying 
htunan foibles and eccentricities. For the future play*- 
wright> it was an excellent school. J * 

* Horace Walpole’s Letters, CuBningham’s edition, yol. vi., p. 172. 

t Madame d’Arblay's Diary, vol. i., p. 365. 

X Writing to his daughter from Bath on the 9th of January, 1779, 
Wilkes says: Thursday was Sir John Miller’s masquerade at his 
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Not having been destined for any profession, yet 
finding it necessary to seek a livelihood, he followed the 
course which seems natural to those whose ready money 
is their mother-wit, and whose leisure is unlimited. 
He aspired to earn an income and fame by his pen. 
In concert with his fnend Halhed, who had beSn his 
companion at Harrow, who was now studying at 
Oxford, and who afterwards rose to eminence as an 
Indian judge and an expounder of Hindoo law, he 
planned a burlesque for the stage. The title was 
Jupiter. A considerable portion of it was composed, 
but the work was never completed. One of the mock- 
heroic lines resembles the declamatory phraseaiin which 
popular^ American orators afterwards bragged about 
“ whipping creation : ” — “ Courage, Ixion flogs the world 
to tatters." A weekly journal, after the fashion of 
The Spectator, next occupied the minds of these young 
and sanguine projectors. They finally selected a 
scheme which appeared to them far less hazardous 
and chimerical than any which had occurrfd to them, 
and far better fitted for making their fortunes. This 
was to translate into English verse the flowery and 
deservedly forgotten prose of the Greek writer Aris- 
taeuetua The translation yas made and published; 
the author's had to console themselves for the pecuniary 
failure of their venture with the conjecture of a foolish 

Bath Baston anc] it is saic^ the following linos wore found on 

his gate : — 

* Wedded to vanity here folly reigns. 

And senge, and taste, and virtue, holds in chains^ 

O’er crescent, circus, both parados, she rules. 

And here has fixed the ParadUe of Fools^ 

Sir J ohn, high priest at Polly’s favourite shrine, 

And here his Aufima high priestess shine.’ 

Lady Miller was to appear as the Sultana queen Fatima, and she can* 
not boar to be thought fat.” Letters to his Daughter, vel, i. p. H6, 
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critic that the translator was Dr. Armstrong or Dr. 
Johnson. 

While Sheridan and Halhed were partners in a 
literary undertaking, they were rivals in love. Both 
had seen and lost their hearts to Miss Linley, then the 
loyell&st and most popular of public singers, the 
fashionable toast in many a convivial meeting, and the 
. Queen of Beauty for whose hand many suitors com- 
peted. Writing to his daughter from Bath in 1772, 
Wilkes says : — “ I have passed an evening with Mr. 
Brereton’s family and the two MisS^ Linley. The 
eldest I think still superior to all the handsome things 
T have h|^rd of her. She does not seem in the least 
spoiled by the idle talk of our sex, and is the most 
modest, pleasing, delicate flower I have seen for a 
great while : the youngest a mere coquette, no senti- 
ment.” * The most romantic and generous of her 
admirers was Mr. Long, an elderly gentleman of 
fortune. His addresses were warmly encouraged by 
her father ; she herself was ready to yield to his 
entreaties. Telling 'him) however, that though she 
might give him her hand, sh6 could not give her heart 
also, Mr. Long refrained froni pressing his suit ; and, 
to hinder her father from CQmplaining, as well tis in 
order to testify his regard, he settled oh Miss Linley 
the sum of £3000. 

A lover of a very difierent type was Captain 
Mathews, He was that vilest and most despicable 
of all profligates, a married rjike. No rebuff discon- 
certed him; the gratification of his vanity and the 
indulgence of his passions combined to render the ruin 
of Miss Linley the supreme object of his ambition. 

^ ^mon’s MeinoirS;, vol. iy., p. 97. 
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Unless she assented to his proposals, he basely threat- 
ened to spread abroad a false imputation upon her 
character which she could not disprove and which 
the world would* readily believe. Her vanity had 
at first been flattered by his addresses ; she felt 
tenderly towards him, but she was astounded when 
she learned how disgracefully he presumed . upon 
her admiration. She confided the secret of her tm- 
happiness to Sheridan, who had no difficulty in con- 
vincing her that flight alone would save her from 
further indignity* and annoyance, and he offered to 
accompany and watch over her. Nothing was said 
or arranged about marriage ; indeed. Miss Linley’s 
only dosire at the time she eloped with Sheridan, 
accompanied by a maid whom he had engaged to 
attend her, was to proceed to a place where she 
might be freed from the intolerable importunities of 
Captain Mathews. 

The party halted at London on their way to the 
Continent. There, Sheridan ^introduced Miss Linley 
to Air. Ewart, a ^respectable brandy merchant and a 
friend of his family, as a’ rich heiress, with whom- he 
was eloping. In consequence of this, as Moore relates, 
“ the old gentleman, with mjiny commendations of his 
wisdom, for having given up the imprudent pursuit 
of Aliss Linley, not only accommodated the fugitives 
with a paspage on board a ship, which he had ready to 
sail from the port of London to Dunkirk, but gave 
them letters of recommendation to his correspondents 
at that place, Who, with the same zeal and despatch, 
facilitated their journey to Lisle.” Not long after 
reaching France, the same eloquence which had been 
used to persuade Miss Linley to leave Bath under his 
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charge, was employed to persuade her to become his 
wife, in order to silence the tongue of scandal. A 
marriage is said to have been celebrated by a priest 
near Calais ; in any case, however, tins was nothing but 
a formality, for the pair continued to live apart. Mr. 
Linley arrived and took away his daughter, in ignor- 
ance that any tie of a binding character united her 
to Sheridan, and gave a promise that, at a future time, 
he might possibly consent to their union. 

Meanwhile, Captain Mathews had published a letter, 
in which he called Sheridan a liar and a scoundrel. 
In order to prove that he was what, in the opinion of 
the day, was styled a man of honour, Sheridan chal- 
lenged his adversary, and they fought a du«l. The 
result was unfavourable to Captain Mathews, inas- 
much as, being disarmed, he had to beg for his life. 
A rumour gaining currency that the beaten party had 
shown the white feather, another duel had to be 
fought, in order, as Sir Lucius O’Trigger would have 
said, to remove naisunderstandings. On the second 
occasion Sheridan was wounded : but, whether the 
duql %ad been fairly fought, or whether the conduct 
of both parties had been entirely esatisfactory, was a 
topic which continued to be ^the subject of discussion 
among scandal-mongers, and of controversy in the news- 
papers. According to the versions of the respective 
combatants and their friends, each had .performed 
prodigies of valour. It does not seem to have oc- 
curred to any of their contemporaries that Captain 
Mathews, in attempting to commit adultery and se- 
duction, was a blackguard whom to outwit was a merit 
and to meet was degradation. However, the hero of 
the adventure, which might have become a tragedy. 
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had his reward in public notoriety. His conduct was 
generally approved, notwithstanding that many points, 
which he alone could elucidate, remained unintelli- 
gible. Had he been less indolent, the controversy 
would have been protracted. He did his best to 
injure his own cause. Reports reflecting injuriously 
on his honour and veracity were circulated in the 
country papers by his opponents. He requested 
WoodfiiU to reprint them in full in The Public 
Advertiser, as a preliminary to their being refuted 
in detail. They were reprinted, and the disparaging 
charges thus obtained additional publicity. But the 
refutation never appeared, Ijecause Sheridan omitted 
or forgolo to write it. 

Meanwhile his position was as delicate as it was 
painful. His union with Miss Linlcy was but a cere- 
mony ; her father had no knowledge of a marriage 
having occurred ; she was fulfilling her engagements 
without her husband having any power to control 
her, nor could the pair find any opportunity for 
associating together. Many stratagems were required 
to exchange the most coihmonplace phrases. Mfibrc 
asserts that Sheridan actually disguised himself as a 
hackney coachman, in order fhat he might drive Miss 
Linlcy home from the theatre and exch.ange words 
with her. During this period he sufiered the pangs 
of anxiety .which he has depicted in the character of 
Faulkland. *Miss Linley was courted by every one but 
the man for whom she had the strongest liking, and 
who ardently Reciprocated the feeling. Mr. Linley, 
wearied out at last by the persistency, ingenuity and 
entreaties of Sheridan, consented to their marriage, 
which was celebrated with all due solemnity and 



*54 


RICHARD BRINSLEY SHERIDAN 


regularity ab^ut a year after the alleged clandestine 
'union at Calais. 

With the exception of the £3000 which Mr. Long 
had settled on Miss Linley, the newly-wedded pair 
had no means whereon to live. Her voice had long 
yielded her father a handsome income, but from 
this source, with a delicacy that in these days would 
be considered foplish, Sheridan refused to draw a 
farthing. 

How to procure the necessary funds for housekeep- 
ing was, with him, the. subject of many projects. He 
contemplated writing essays after the manner of Addi- 
son, and letters like those of Chesterfield, and made 
some attempts in both lines, but without giving>his pro- 
ductions to the world. His first venture as an author 
had not been of a nature to encourage him to repeat 
the experiment. Hence he was insensibly led to make 
another and entirely different attempt to gain popular 
applause and a pecuniary return. He wrote a play, 
offered it ‘to the manager of Covent Garden Theatre, 
had the satisfaction of finding it accepted and of seeing 
it put on the stage, and l\ad the mortification, as 
had Beaumarchais, the Sheridan of ‘France, when 77te 
Bfirher of Seville was acted, of witnessing its failure. 

He was twenty-four years old when, in 17715, 
his comedy. The Rivals, was represented for the first 
time. The success of the piece was doubtful from the 
beginning ; at the fall of the cur tain thS dissatisfied 
audience could only be pacified by an assurance that 
the piece would not be played again* till after it had 
been revised and amended. The author attributed his 
failure to personal enmity on the part of many who 
came prepared to disapprove. He supposed that his 
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duel with Captain Mathews and his marriage with 
Miss Liniey had raised up for him opponents who were 
angry, envious, and longing to have their revenge. 
In point of fact, however, the play was imperfectly 
constructed and inadequately represented ; it was far 
too diffuse in many places, while the important part 
of Sir Lucius O’Trigger was sadly bungled. Many 
excisions having been made, and a E^Uful actor hav< 
ing been substituted for an incompetent one in the 
part of Sir Lucius, the play was performed for the 
second time amidst loud manifestations of delight 
and approbation. Great as was the success in London, 
it was still more marked when performances took 
place soen afterwards at Southampton, Bristol, and 
Bath. By this one work he heightened the peisonal 
notoriety he had achieved by his love-adventure ; he 
now enjoyed a dazzling vision of future fortune and a 
foretaste of fame. 

The time at which Sheridan made his mark as a 
dramatist was propitious for the appearance, of a new 
writer for the stage. Murphy, Cumberland, Garrick, 
and Colman were the best-known playwrights of the 
day ; they were respectable mediocrities who knew all 
the tricks and^ technicalities of theatrical representa- 
tion, who wrote good acting pieces, but whose names 
are better known than their works to the present gene- 
ration. The sensation caused by the broad humorous 
farces of FoOte was declining, and Foote himself was 
on the point of laying down the pen. The comedies of 
Congreve were still represented; but Evelina, who went 
to see Love for Love, blushed when she listened to the 
dialogue, and was ashamed to discuss the plot. The far 
grosser comedies of Vanbrugh and Wycherly were 
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tabooed by general consent. Only one contemporary 
■writer displayed anything of the freshness and fancy 
which characterized the earliest dramatic venture of 
Sheridan. Six years before T%e Rivals had been 
brought out at Covent Garden, The Good-natured Man 
was represented there, and its success, though dubious 
at first, was afterwards undoubted. It was followed, 
five years afterwards, by She Stoops to Conquer^ 
which met witk a heartier welcome. If Oliver 
Goldsmith, his fellow comitryman, had not been pre- 
maturely carried oflF but a short tuSae before Sheridan 
was hailed as a new and original dramatist, the latter 
might have had as a competitor for contemporary 
favour and the approbation of posterity, cone with 
whom successful rivalry would have been honourable 
and far from easy. 

Sheridan’s second attempt was made in the same 
year as the first, and was merely a piece ■written for 
the benefit of Mr. Clinch, who had contributed, by 
his excellent acting, to render The Rivals popular. 
Such a farce as St. Patrick’s Day, or the Scheming 
Lieutenant, might have been written by any of the 
hack playwrights of the time, with the exception of 
the character of Doctor Easy, which is in Sheridan’s 
peculiar and artificial vein, and a few sentences like 
the following, with which it opens : — “ 1 st Soldier : 
I say you are wrong ; we should all spe^ together, 
each for himself, and all at once, that we may be 
heard the better. 2nd Soldier : Eight, Jack, we’ll 
argue in platoons. 3rd Soldier : Ay,*ay, let him have 
our grievances in a volley.” Again, when the soldiers 
are complaining to Lieutenant O’Connor about the 
innkeepers, O’Connor asks : — “ Pray, which of the 
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bouses use you ill 1 1st Soldier : There's the Red 
Lion an't half the civility of the Old Red Lion. 
2nd Soldier : There’s the White Horse, if he wasn't 
case hardened, ought to be ashamed to show his £ice. 
O’Connor : Very well ; the Horse and the Lion shall 
answer for it at the quarter sessions. Trounce : The 
Two Magpies are civil enough, but the Angel uses 
us like devils, and the Rising Sun refuses us light 
to go to bed by. O'Connor : Then, 'upon my word. 
I’ll have the Rising Sun put down, and the Angel 
shall give security»for his good behaviour.” 

Before the year 1775 ended, he made his thinl 
venture as a dramatist, but this time he es 8 a 3 ’'ed a 
diiferent^style of composition. Haviog succeeded in 
comedy and farce he now produced a comic opera, 
Dmnna. With the exception of The Beggar’s 
Opera, no piece of the kind has had a success so great, 
immediate, and lasting. ' It had a run of sixty-five 
nights on its appearance, and w^as represented thirty 
times during the succeeding season. One result of 
Sheridan’s brilliant triumphs was that Covent Garden 
Theatre became a dangetous rival to Drury Lane. 
The veteran Garrick strove, but in vain, to attract 
audiences to the latter bouse. His failure confirmed 
him in his defermihation to retire iilike from the stage 
and the management of a theatre. A terrible maladj' 
from which he suffered, rendered a life of toil as 
an actor, and worry as a manager, utterly insupport- 
able. To find a successor in whom he could repose 
confidence, and who should be able to make the 
necessary payments, had for some time occupied 
his thoughts. Among the manj" extraordinary things 
in the annals of theatrical enterprise, most startling 
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is the circumstances of young Sheridan becoming 
Garrick’s successor as manager, purchasing his interest 
in Drury Lane Theatre for thirly-five thousand pounds. 
Stranger still is the fact that the old, shrewd, and 
cautious Garrick readily accepted the oflFer of the 
inexperienced, sanguine, and youthful Sheridan. 
Where the latter procured the fifteen thousand pounds 
which he personally undertook to pay is a mystery 
his friends and biographers confess their inability to 
fathom. If the truth were disclosed, it would pro- 
bably appear that for once in his ^ life Garrick was 
reckless enough to become the creditor of the man 
who, to outward appearance, was his debtor. 

Sheridan began his nei^ career very badly, It was 
expected that he would produce another comedy, 
whereas he contented himself with expurgating 
Vanbrugh’s Relapse, and representing it under the title 
of A Trip to Scarborough. Even this purified version 
of a. gross piece was thought unfitted for public repre- 
sentation. Yet not many years ago the at^ting of JMrs. 
tlbrdan in the part of Miss Hayden made it a favourite 
with playgoers. . However, -neither the play nor the 
acting sufficed to attract largfe audiences 'in 1776, and 
Drury Lane Theatre seemed^ doomed to be a losing 
speculation to all concerned. 

On the evening of May 8th, 1776, The School for 
Vandal was produced. Bead by Garrick in manu- 
script, it powerfully impressed him. Duiarig his owri 
m^agement he had put oit the stage, and acted the 
part of Sir Anthony Branville in, Mrs. Sheridan's 
DUieouei^ a comedy which had a very warm recep- 
tion. He- anticipated, however, for the play of her 
brilliant son a still greater success on the same 
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boards, nor was he disappointed. At the close of the 
performance he was in ecstacies, and his delight was 
but a reflex of the general satisfaction with which the 
appearance of the greatest comedy of , the century was 
greeted. Everything combined to render the event 
almost unparalleled. The actors perfectly interpreted 
the author’s ideas. . Walpole relates that, to his 
great astonishment, there were more parts performed 
admirably in The School for Scandal than he almost 
ever saw in any play. “It seemed a marvellous resur- 
rection of the stage.” Charles Lamb accounted it 
some “compensation for growing old to have seen 
The School for Scandal in its glory. .... No 
piece was^ ever so completely* cast in all its parts as 
this Manager’s comedy.” 

Yet this play, which crowned the author’s reputa- 
tion, had a narrow escape from being suppressed -by 
the Lord Chamberlain. Sheridan gave the following 
account of this in a speech delivered in the House 
of Commons on the 3rd of December 1 795 : — “ On the 
night before the first appearjtnce of The ^hool for 
Scandal he was informed "that it could not be per- 
formed, as a licence was refused. It happened at this 
time there was the famous^ city contest for the office of 
Chamberlain b(?twe(jn Wilkes and Hopkins. The latter 
had been charged with some practices similar to those 
of Moses, the Jew, in lending money to young men 
under age, jfnd it was suppose ■ the character of 

the play was levelled at hin^ " .er to injure him in 
his contest, in which he - ^pported by the minis- 
terial interest. In the WiLmth of a contested election, 
the piece was represented as a factious and seditious 
opposition to a Court .candidate. Ho, however, went 
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14 .]jdrd Hertford, tlien I/ord Chamberlam, who laughed 
Itffairi and gave the licence.” * 

' The- inxpression made by this play was such 
.‘Aat 1 x 0 after failure could utterly mar its author’s 
fame, nor £ould any other success materially heighten 
it. It was the climax of his art. His next piece, 
'Critic, produced four years later, was a farce, 
a^d t£iough not so original as others of iiis dramatic 
works, is quite ‘as clever and* likely to live. The 
Critic was but a new version of The Rehearsal 
which the Duke of Buckingham composed a century 
before to ridicule the ‘rhyming tragedies of Dry den. 
Sheridan set himself to ridicule the bombast of the 
blank veise tragedies of his day. Up to the time 
The CHtic was put on the stage. The Rehearsal was 
often plajjpd, the part of Bayes being a favourite with 
Garrick ; but the new version ^ou displaced the older 
one. To get an audience to listen to The Rehearsal 
now, would be as difficult as to get an audience that 
could understand the allusions in it ; yet The Critic is 
as fresh and welcome after the lapse of a century as it 
was on the first evening of its performance. 

In 1779, his last piece of any, note or vjduo was 
produced. Four plays of rj?markable excellence hiul 
been composed by him within th*e same number of 
years. Although only twenty-eight, yet his ambition 
in one department of exertion was satisfied : ho now 
aspired to distinguish himself in another w^, and 
before a more fastidious and potent audience. 

At this period he lived sumptuously. One who 
was present at his entertainments has remarked that 
^although his guests denounced his extravagant*, 
* l^ieiidan’s Speeobes, toI. iii., p. 17. 
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^ey never 'refused his invitations.” • At th6se> ^rties 
“his wife displayed her -inimitable vocal talent and' 
thoie i^ho could no Ibflgcr iiear her sing in public were 
glad of the i^p&rtunity to listen to her in private. To 
his public reputation, he thus added a social one which 
contributed to enhance the esteem of* the dinner-giving 
1 class. It was generally allowed that a clever jjouplc 
who gave so many pleasant parties merited the counte- 
nance of 'society, the patronage of the great, and appro- 
bation for exerting themselves and lavishing nioney in 

order that their. ri6her or aristocratic fellow-creatures 

• 

might be amused and gratified. Miss Fanny Burney, 
describing an cntcrtjiiument at Mrs. Cholmondeley’s, 
where shomet M.’?. and Mrs. Sheridan, in 1779, says of^ 
. the latter, “ I was absolutely charmed at the sight of 
her. I think her quite as beautiful as ever, and even 
more cai)tivatmg ; for she has now a look of ease and 
happiness that animates her whole face.” Confirming 
a remark of 'Wilkes, already quoted. Miss Burney 
observes that her sister. Miss lanley, “ appeased heavy 
and inanimate.” She adds : “ Mr. Sheridan ha.s a 
very fine figure, and a good, thov "h I don’t think a 
diandsome face. is tall and very upright, and his 

Appearance and address are at,once manly and fashion- 
^able; without the* smallest tincture of foppery or 
motlish gi'aees. In short 1 like him vastly, and tliink 
him every w^-y worthy his In^autiful comiianion. . . 

They are extrtimely happy in each other : he evidently 
adores her, and she as evidently idolises him. The 
world has by bo Incans done him justice.” f 

A personal acquaintance having been formed between 


• * The Rev. A. G. L’Estrange’s Literary Life of the Rpv. W.- 

Harao^, p. l-ol. / 

ll^ t Biar}' and Loiters of Madame d*Arblay, vol. i.» pp. 1S2-18.3. 
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Charles James Fox and Sheridan, the desire of the 
latter to enter Parliament was increased by the ap- 
proval of the former. , At the general election of 1780, 
Sheridan made an appeal for the suffrages of the 
free and independent electors of Stafford, and his 
eloquence, enforced by his purse, proved so effective 
that he was chosen to represent them. 

His entrance into the House ’ of Commons was 
contemporaneous with that of William Pitt. The con- 
trast between the two was notable ; the son of a 
poor player, the writer of plays,* and the manager 
of a play-house, seemed an intruder into what was 
then the most exclusive, exacting, and aristocratic 
representative assembly ever known, whereas the son 
of the Earl of Chatham appeared to have entered 
his natural and proper sphere. It was not long before 
the inequality of biith and station was redressed by 
the exhibition of extraoidinary talents, and the haugh- 
tiest man of his age was compelled to treat with 
respect the playwright whom he tried to extinguish 
with a sneer, and from whom he received a retort as 
well-timed and crushing as that which his father had 
administered to Sir Kobert\\ralpole. 

Sheridan’s fiist Parlyimoiitary ap[)earance was not 
promising ; he had to defend himself against a charge 
of bribery, and he defended himself feebly. Instead 
of speaking sense, he moralized like Jo§cph Surface. 
Kigby, a vetca-an office-holder, an adept 'in the arts of 
corruption, an unblushing upholder of every iniquitous 
measure by which he might retain •place and salary', 
thought that he would teach the new member such a 
lesson as should hinder him from again opening his 
mouth in Parliament. Fox, always ready to aid a 
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Mend and always generous towards young and in- 
experienced members, came to the rescud, took Sheri- 
dan’s part, and turned the lajigh upon his opponents. 
Sheridan did not despair of succeeding as a sp^ker : 
he believed that ho had the power, if he could but 
use it properly and find a propitious occasion. Nor 
did he forget the attack of Rigby. It was not long 
before he gained the ear of the House, and became a 
favourite with his audience ; tlien Kc returned with 
interest the comments of his earliest foe. Speaking, 
on the 8th of March, 1782, in support of Lord John 
Cavendish’s motion of censure on JMinisters, he inti- 
mated that : “ He must speak to the purpose, but he 
wished n»t to be judg(jd by tlie test laid down by the 
right honourable gentleman [Mr. Rigby], for he meant 
to give no offence in what he should say : though it was 
true the rule had been proposed from high authority ; 
for undoubtedly, if the degree of offence which 
sp(fechcs gave vvixs to be considered as the criterion of 
eloquence, the right honourable gentleman, must be 
looked up to as the Demosthenes of that assembly.” * 
A conclusive proof of flic rapidity Avith which he 
advanced in the opinion of the House and his party 
is the fact that on tho sepond Rockingham Ad- 
ministration being 'formed in 1782, it was thought 
fitting that he should be appointed one of the Under 
Secretaries .of State. There are few instances, if 
indeed there *be any in the last century, of a young 
man without high-born patrons or connections, and 
dependent solely upon his own abilities for his 
elevation, becoming a Secretary of the Treasury two 
years after his entrance into the House of Commons. 

* Speeches, vol. i., p. 36. 
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That he was incompetent to fill the post to which 
he had been appointed is commonly asserted. It 
may be true that he was no better qualified for his 
duties, and that he dischai^ed them as perfunctorily 
as any young and inexperienced peer or peer’s son, 
whose birth is his only test of merit. Dull plodders 
would naturally think that such a man could never 
prove an efficient public servant. The wits of that day 
might as naturally think it a good joke to give office 
to one of their number. Certain it is that the general 
feeling of the period was represented in the following 
notice, said to have been affixed to the door of 
Sheridan’s room at the Treasury : — “ No applications 
can be received here on Sundays, nor any business 
done during the remainder of the week.” 

When, three months after its formation, the Eock- 
ingham Administration was dissolved by the death of 
its head, Sheridan concurred with Fox, Burke, and Lord 
John Cavendish in the propriety of resigning rather 
than serve under the Earl of Shelburne. Shortly after- 
wards, he returned to office upon the formation of the 
unfortunate Coalition Ministry. He did his best to 
dissuade Fox from embarking in an enterprise fraught 
with peril, and incapaldc *01 defence on any other 
ground than that of expediency. He justly said, after 
the Ministry land been dismissed from office : — “ The 
psejudices of the public all concurred to cprevent this 
Coalition. The middling classes of tfio people, for 
whom he had the highest respect, and to whom the 
House of CommoQs must look for ‘support in every 
emergency, sooner tluin to the groat, were not cer- 
tainly the best qualified to judge of nice and refined 
points of politics. Accustomed to judge of measures 
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by men, he apprehended that they would ^ve them- 
selves no time to exafnine the principles, motives, and 
grounds of a Coalition ; but condemn it on its first 
appearance, merely because it was composed of men 
who had long been political enemies. On these 
grounds, full of apprehension for the character of 
his right honourable friend [Fox], he most certainly 
gave him his advice against a Coalition.” * This 
advice was fiir sounder than the view in favour of the 
measure itself to which he afterwards became a con- 
vert. More fortunate than mgmy who had followed 
the lead of Fox, and had sat on the same bench with 
Lord North, Sheridan was again returned by his former 
constituents at the general election of 1784. 

Wraxall, a member of the same Parliament, a 
political opponent, and specially incensed against any 
one who had taken an active part in the measures of 
the Coalition Ministry, draws the following picture of 
Sheridan at this period : — “ He possessed a ductility 
and versatility of talents whiclj no public man in our 
time has equalled ; and these intellectual endowments 
were sustained by a suavity of temper that seemed to 
set at defiance all attempts to ruffle or discompose it. 
Plapng with his irritable Or angry antagonist, Sheridan 
exposed him by sallies of wit, or attacked him with 
classic elegance of satire ; performing this arduous task 
in the face of a crowded assembly, without losing for 
an instant eifher his presence of mind, his fixcility of 
expression, or his good humour. He wounded deepest, 
indeed, when hd smiled, and convulsed his hearers 
with laughter, while the object of his ridicule or anim- 
adversion was twisting under the lash. ... At 


* Speeches, vol. i., p. (57. 
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this period of his Kfe, when ho was not more than 
thirty-three years of age, his couhtenance and features 
had in them something peculiarly pleasing ; indicative 
at once of intellect, humour, and gaiety. All these 
characteristics played about his lips when speaking, 
and operated with inconceivable attraction ; for they 
anticipated, as it were, to the eye the effect pro- 
duced by his pratory on the car ; thus opening 
for him a sure way to the heart or the understsuid- 
ing. Even the tones of his voice, which were 
singularly mellifluous,, aided the general effect of his 
eloquence.” * 

While Sheridan’s attainment of an official position 
was imusually rapid, his enjoyment of office was veiy 
brief ; his subsequent occupation of a seat on the 
Opposition benches lasted for twenty-two years. 
During that long period he was a frequent speaker, and 
an unremitting critic of the measures of William Pitt. 
To financial questions, he specially devoted himself. 
Moore, wliq has done scant justice to Sheridan’s Par- 
liamentary career, flippantly detracts from his financial 
capacity by stating that, after having given a fortnight 
to the study of the Multiplication ‘Table, he considered 
himself qualified to beeomb Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. That a man who displayed so mucli care- 
lessness and incompetence in managing his private 
affairs should have aspired or essayed to supervise 
and regulate the finances of the nation appears su- 
perlatively absurd ; yet the test is wholly fallacious, as 
the conduct of Pitt himself clearly demonstrated. 
Sheridan thought it no presumption to act as guar- 

* Posthumous Memoirs of his Own Times, by Sii N. W. Wraxall, 
Bart., yol. i., p. 36. 



FINANCIAL OPINIONS. 


167 


dian of the public purse. He once openly avowed 
that to do so had been his custom, and none of his 
contemporaries ridiculed the avowal. After Pitt had 
concluded his Budget spe^hin 1793, Sheridan said : — 
“ The right honourable gentleman had, however, called 
on the House to watch the whole of the business with 
vigilance, and even with jealousy. The call was not 
necessary to him, for he had uniformly acted on that 
principle upon all revenue questions, and, without apo- 
logising for an essential act of duty, he would always 
continue to do scT.” * He did^ this so profoundly, on 
some occasions, as to baffle the reporters. Instead of a 
report of a speech, such an ^apology as the following 
was given : — “ Mr. Sheridan entered into a long tiuin 
of arguments founded upon figures, through which it 
was impossible to follow him in detail from memoiy.” 
Pie repeatedly protested against the usage of those 
days, in accordance with which tax-bills were not 
printed and distributed among the members, but pre- 
sented to the House in manuscript. This is one of 
these sensible protests ; — “ Revenue regulations and 
tax-bills they appeared ^ consider as things which 
they were to vote «n confidence in the minister ; not- 
withsfcuidiiig the multitude qf provisions which they 
generally contained, by almost every one of which the 
liberty of the subject was more or less affected. In 
consequenoe of this confidential carelessness, he had 
never been hble to get a tax-bill printed, though he 
had often attempted it — an attempt in which he was 
persuaded he mtist at last succeed ; for it was not to 
be believed that the Plouse would pei-scvere in passing 
bills, containing a great variety of important compli- 

* Spoechos, vol, ii., p. 180 . 
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cated clauses, without taking the or^nary means to 
comprehend and understand them.” * Owing to this 
practice, the Bills were very loosely worded. Examples 
of this were supplied by the Horse, Stamp, and Window 
Acts, concerning which he said : — “ That the wording 
of some conveyed the idea of the horses not only in- 
habiting the houses, but the extraordinary circum- 
stance of their looking out of the windows.” t 

Not confininsf himself to mere comments on schemes 
of finance, he laid down principles of taxation which 
show that he had learned something more than could be 
acquired* from unremitting study of the Multiplication 
Table. Opposing the repeal of the Receipt Tax, on 
the 4th of December, 1783, he said that “iirhis mind 
the great 'recommendation of the Receipt Tax was 
that being paid directly, and not indirectly, the 
public felt it, and it naturally led them to consider 
the state of the nation. This was the excellence of 
the tax, and a right principle of taxation. If he 
might presume to lay down a principle of taxation, as 
fit to be adopted in an arbitrary and in a free country, 
taxes should be imposed as indirectly as possible in 
the former, and the giving alanx to men’s feelings 
ought to be most studioiisly avoided. The reverse 
exactly should bo the case in a free country ; the taxes 
there ought always to be direct and oj)cn. The subject, 
when he paid any of them .should know that he paid 
a tax, and his attention should in consequence be pro- 
voked to an examination of the country’s debts, the 
weight of which, being obliged to be borne by all, 

they necessarily concerned all in an equjil degree.” J 

* 

♦ Speeclies, vol. ii., p. 68. t Speeches, vol. i., p. 209. 

X Speeches, vol, i,, p. 58. 
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On all the important subjects discussed in Parliament 
during the latter portion of the Eighteenth and earlier 
portion of the Nineteenth century, he took a side 
which was nearly invaiikbly that of progress, and 
gave to it an advocacy always brilliant and generally 
most effective. He spoke and voted for Parliamentary 
Reform in England ; he was chosen by the representa- 
tives of the Scottish Royal Burghs to support their 
proposition for reform, and he discharged this duty 
with zeal and energy. When the senseless panic as 
to the spread of French princij^les in this country led 
to the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act* and the 
enactment of measures for ^ the restriction of per- 
sonal fre(!dom, Sheridan’s voice was raised in ridicule 
of the panic, and in denunciation of the retrograde 
projecta At a time when men who passed as Liberals 
were bemoaning the licence of the Press, and were 
upholding schemes subversive of independent discus- 
sion, he opposed these schemes, avowing his opinion, 
“ that the Press should be unfettered ; that its free- 
dom should be, as indeed it was, commensurate 
with the freedom of the people and the well-being of 
a virtuous State ; on that account he thought that 
even a hundred libels had better be ushered into the 
world than one prosecution be instituted wliich might 
endanger the liberty of the Press of this countr}%” * 
At a later 4)criod, he again embodied his sentiments 
on this subject in a few words which produced 
as strong an effect upon the House as any of his most 
carefully prepared passages : — “ Give them a corrupt 
House of Lords, give them a venal House of Com- 
mons, give them a tyrannical Prince, give them a 
* Speeclios, voL iii.i p. 238. 
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truckling Court, and let me have but an unfettered 
Press, 1 will defy them to encroach a hair's-breadth 
upon the liberties of England.” On the subject of the 
slave trade he is reported by Moore, his biographer, 
to have made no speech. Certainly there is no record 
of a great speech on that subject having been delivered 
by him. But that he -showed any hesitation or re- 
luctance in associating himself with one of the best 
• ® 

measures for the well-being of humanity brought 
forward and passed in his day, is very far from Iniing 
true. Indeed, he wa§ actually in* advance of many 
who spoke or voted for the abolition of that infamous 
traffic. In the year that tlie Bill became law, when many 
of the upholders of the slave-trade resorted t(J the argu- 
ment, only too effective in the House of Commons, 
and commonly the last despairing move of the par- 
tisans of a lost cause — that the measure would not be 
accepted as final, and that opponents of the slave- 
trade would not rest tiU they had abolished slavery, 
Sheridan acknowlcdgc<\ himself to be as earnestly in 
favour of the one measure as of the other. He said, 
“ An honourable baronet had talked of a cloven foot ; 
he pleaded guilty to the cloven *foot ; but of a man 
w'ho expressed pleasure at the hope of, seeing so lai-ge 
a portion of the human race freed from the shackles of 
tyranny, it should rather be said that he displayed the 
pennon of an angel than the cloven foot of » demon. 1 1 
was true no immediate connection existed between 
the abolition of the slave-trade and the abolition of 
slavery, but the same feeling must Ue aroused by the 
consideration of both questions ; and he who detested 
the one practice must also detest the other. He did 
not like to hear the tenn ‘ property ’ applied to the 
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subjects of a free country. Could man become the 
property of man 1" * 

Though Sheridan soon took high rank among the 
good speakers and admirable debaters in the House of 
Commons, yet he was not classed among the greatest 
of English orators till after he had made his memorable 
speeches against Warren Hastings. The opportunity 
he then had for the display of his powers was almost 
unuj[ue. An impeachment of equal note had not been 
made since the time when the favourite minister of 
Charles the First was j)rocepdcd against for high 
crimes and misdemeanours, found guilty and executed. 
WaiTcn Hastings was one of. the favourites of George 
the Thirif. In the opinion of his sovereign and his 
friends, he was the saviour of India.; according to 
others, chief among whom was Edmund Burke, he 
was the greatest malefactor of the age. By one section 
of the community he was adored for having completed 
with unexampled brilliancy the great work begun by 
Ijord Clive ; another, and mych smaller section, re- 
garded him as one who merited the punishment 
ordinarily reserved for biy cancers and pirates. 

It is iudisputal)lti that Warren Hastings had been 
instrumental in oxtendttig the rule of this country 
(*ver the East, and that to his vigour as a conqueror 
and an administrator the i>eople of England owed the 
satisfactioi:^ of considering the acejuisitions made in 
India ample compensation for the losses sustained in 
America. Moreover, his victories added largely to the 
n.ational wealth! Tlie rich spoils of the vanquished 
were distributed throughout England. That hundreds 
of families were the richer was due to him ; the nation 
* Speeches, yol. iii., p, 511 . 
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at large hailed him as a benefactor. To have annexed 
vast territories without adding to the National Debt, 
to have rendered war the most lucrative of under- 
takings, to have distributed large dividends to the 
holders of East India Stock while gaining glory for 
the English nation, seemed to most men feats as novel 
as they were gratifying, and deserving not only un- 
stinted applause but a princely recompense.' Nor was 
the monarch on the throne, any more than the shout- 
ing mob in the street, too curious as to the precise 
moral character of the ^actions perfohned by Hastings. 
They were so entirely satisfied with the result as to 
be utterly indificrent to. the means by which it had 
been attained. 

A few men, among whom Edmund Burke was the 
most earnest and the most eonspicuous, thought other- 
wise. Not all the victories won by Clive, or all the 
acquisitions made by Hastings, dazzled him so as to 
blind his eyes to the treatment of those whom the 
conquerors had oppressed and ruined. He boldly 
stigmatized as freebooters and tyrants the men whom 
others regarded as heroes, ’ige made it the business of 
his life to bring Warren Hastings to trial, in order 
that the real nature of his proceedingi^ might be set 
forth, and that an appropriate penalty might be in- 
flicted. He inspired men of both parties in the House 
of Commons with the feelings by which* he himself 
was animated. Pitt, in an impressive speech, declared 
that Warren Hastings merited impeachment. The 
aid and oratory of Fox had been giveft from the first 
in support of the same view. Inferior men followed 
the leaders of their parly in declaring for this great 
inquest of the nation. 
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Next to Burke came Sheridan as an uncompromising 
supporter of the impeachment. He perceived that the 
occasion was an excellent one for the display of his 
special talents, and he laboured with unwonted 
diligence to play his part with splendour. Never 
were the toilsome preparations of the study better re- 
paid by personal success in Parliament. William Pitt, 
his constant and uncomplimentary opponent, Burke, 
his countryman and rival. Fox, his acknowledged 
chief, all concurred in pronouncing his speech advocat- 
ing the impeachment of Warren Hastings to be the 
most marvellous piece of oratoty they had ever heard 
in the House of Commons. . More gratifying to his 
vanity, alld still more unexpected, were the compli- 
ments paid him by the less notable members who had 
come prepared to vote against him, but who professed 
themselves ready to give him their support. The friends 
and defenders of Warren Hastings pleaded that they 
were unprepared at the moment with a suitable reply, 
and complained that, feeling themselves under a spell, 
they were powerless to i*efute accusations which, till 
stated by Sheridan, appealed to them alike baseless and 
unjust. It was uriauimously resolved to adjourn the 
debate in order that a division might be taken when 
the House was in a calmer and more impartiid mood. 

After the trial had begun, Sheridan addressed the 
House of Lords, as one of the managers of the im- 
peachment, on the same chai'ge which had been the 
subject of his great speech in the House of Commons. 
The unprecedented success he had achieved on the first 
occasion made the second an ordeal of an unusually 
trying kind. To acquit himself as well a second time 
was to fall short of the expectations that had been 
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raised. So greatly was the public curiosity excited 
that fifty guineas were offered for a seat in West- 
minster Hall.* He followed Burke, whose opening 
speech, wherein, in the name of the people of India, 
the Commons of England, and of human nature itself, 
he solemnly impeached Warren Hastings of high 
crimes and misdemeanors, was one of the most finished 
and impassioned ever delivered by that wonderful 
master of language, and ever heard by an English 
audience. Yet Sheridan successfully bore the double 
test of comparison with himself and with Burke, and for 
three succeasive days electrified his hearers. Without 
a tithe of Burke’s profundity, and with no portion of 
his gemus, he wsis better aide to influence an audience 
and excite their admiration, for, in addition to being 
an impressive orator, he was also a consummate actor. 
A contemporary who heard this speech, and who was 
a declared opponent of the speaker, records that “ the 
most ardent admirers of Burke, of Fox, and of Pitt, 
allowed that they had been outdone as orators by 
Sheridan.” 

Burke himself was ready to bow to this decision. 
On the evening of the third and cencludiug day of the 
speech, a motion was made in the House of Commons 
to inquire into the legal expenditure incurred by tlie 
prosecution, whereupon, with soraetliing of the old 
Roman spirit, Burke aptly adopted the^old Roman 
style, saying, “ Instead of resolving ourselves into a 
conunittee on miserable aecounts, let us, like the 
Romans after Scipio’s victories, go and thank the Gods 
for this day’s triumph in Westminster Hall. As to my- 

• Walpole’s Letters, vol. ix., p. 127. 

t WraxaU’s rosthumous of His Own Time, yol. iii., p. 104. 
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self, I have- been too highly strained, and my mind is 
not sufficiently relaxed, after the sublime re^Kist of 
which I have just partaken, to sink my thoughts to the 
level of such an inquiry.”* 

Sheridan made himself quite as conspicuous, but 
far less popular and useful, by speeches of another 
sort He was the semi-official representative in flic 
House of Commons of the spendthrift and profligate 
Prince of Wales. He foolishly put his confidence in 
that Prince, who, in return, treated him as a favourite 
servant when it suited his purpose, and with in- 
difference when he had no du-ty work for him to 
perform. When the friends of his Koyal Highness 
refused ta-be his instruments in excusing a i^iectf of 
treachery or iii brazening out a falsehood, he declared 
“then Sheridan laimt." It was the general opinion 
that Sheridan exercised paramount influence over 
the Prince, and he • was frequently charged with 
using his power to further his ambition. Frequently, 
he was forced to notice and answer these allegji- 
tions ; on one occasion, the §th of June, 1795, he 
emphatically said that “^lie never was a secret coun- 
sellor to the Prince of Wales. He never gave, him 
any advice in which he did pot wish it were possible 
for the King to stand on one side and the people of 
England on the other. ... In answer to dark in- 
sinuations, .jie had only to say that he had never, 
•during the Idng period that he had enjoyed the con- 
fidence of his Royal Highness, accepted the slightest 
favour of his Royal Highness.” f 

Though it be true that, with the exception of the 

* Wraxall’s Fosthumons Memoirs, toL iii., p. lOo. 

t Speochos, Yol. ii., p. d(H. 
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not very Imporiaixt poSfe/of iReceiVer oT the Duchy a£ 
OomWi^ which he TQC^reVl late in li&, Sheridan waA 
Wburdaied with substantial marks of princely favour 
and gratitude, yet it is equally true that he laboured 
in the expectation of his services being adequately 
requited, and that he was disappointed as all those 
are who base their hopes of advancement on the quick- 
iiSbid of a Prince’s Mcndship. He was one of the most 
ardent upholders of the right of the Prince to assume the 
office of Regent, when, in 1788, the King temporarily 
lost his reason. The unlooked-for recovery of the 
King dissipated the expectations which the Whigs 
had formed of immediate accession to power, and 
<|obmed them to continue an Opposition -which had 
become more hopeless ow'ing to their injudicious 
conduct in the debates on the Regency. In 1793, the 
Whig party ^as broken up. The chiefs differed 
among themselves concerning the momentous issues 
raised by the French revolution. Burke sided with 
Pitt, and preached 9 , crusade against th«» destroyers of 
the French monarchy. Fox, Sheridan, and Grey stood 
forth as the champions of^ liberty in France and of 
peace with all mankind. The victorious career of 
Buonaparte had the effept of inclining Sheridan to the 
views enunciated by Burke, and of indisposing him to 
the pacific policy of Fox, and he gained credit for 
superior patriotism by violent exliortationst in favour of 
war. ' • 

The latter part of his life was characterized by 
isolation in the House of Commons, severe private 
affliction, and pecuniary ruin. In 1 7 92, he lost the wife 
whom he had won with such difficulty, whose beauty, 
though unsuiq)asscd by that of any contemporary, was 
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prelate MCid, that *' slfe aeettted to* him tiie connecting 
^k between woman and angeL’^ His friends and 
biograj^ers represent bim as incoxusolable One of 
them says, the four years succeeding ^he sad event 
were " wasted in the vain efforts of dissipating ^his 
mourning for the greatest domestic affliction — the loss 
of a wife and child tenderly if not immoderately 
loved.’’* This remark is introductory to the announce- 
ment that he married again after being four years a 
widower. His second wife was a young lady the 
same age as his son. She had a small fortune, and 
was the daughter of Dr. Ogle, Dean of Winchester, 
whom M«dame d’Arblay descnlies as being a man of 
facetious pleasantry^ yet of real sagacity, though mingled 
with eccentricities, jierversities, and decidedly republi- 
can principles.”t It was thought mdli wonderful that 
she should have married him than that he should have 
grown tired of his lonely state. He had become 
addicted to seeking brilliancy from the bottle. Dissi- 
pation flamed in his face. He seemed better fitted to 
lie a boon companion than a husband, yet his second 
wife was as devotedly attached to him as the first. 

Prior to this mairiage^ he’hati succeeded in raising 
the funds necessary to re-build Druiy Lane Theativ, 
after its destruction by fire.* As is customary, tlu» 
outlay exceeded the estimate, and thus ho was 
burdened wfth liabilities which he was unprepared to 
discharge and bad not intended to incur. The new build- 
ing was opened on the 21st of April, 1794. Macbeth 
was performed, the leading parts being filled by John 


* Sheridan and Ciis Times, yol. ii., p. 2d«1. 
t Tale of Dr. Buiuey» by Miulame d^Arblay^ yul. i., p, dJ8. 
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KeoiblS and Mrs. Siddona It is believed ** that oa Ihis 
ai^t Edmund Kean, the great Ixagedian, then a mere 
boy of some eight years, made his first appearance <m the 
boards as one of the bluenievils in the witches’ scene/' 
Miss Farren delivered an address. What pleased the 
audience quite as much as the performance, was the 
exhibition of the elaborate devices for securing the 
new theatre against destruction by fire. A massive 
iron curtain was lowered and "struck with heavy 
hamm^^ in order to prove that it was something more 
than stage iron,' which, by its clang, reverberated 
through the house, mingling with the uproarious clamour 
of a delighted audience. ^ On its being raised, another 
burst of applause rang from every quarter oa the ex- 
hibition of a cascade of water rushing down from 
tanks with which the roof had been supplied, roaring 
into a huge basin prepared for its reception ; dashing, 
splashing, tumbling over artificial rocks, but beai'iug 
no doubt of its own reality, and clearly showing that 
in such an awful event as that of fire, they could not 
only extinguish the flame upon the instant, from what- 
ever quarter it could originate, but actually drown the 
theatre.” The writer of the foregoing passage, who 
appears to have been a ^end of Sheridan, doubtless 
witnessed the spectacle which he 'describes with so 
much enthusiasm and a^iparent satisfaction. Sixteen 
years after this exhibition had been made,*tho House 
of Commons was illuminated with the gldre of a great 
fire. The rumour spread that Drury Lane Theatre 
was burning. Out of compliment to Sheridan, who 
was present, it was proposed that the House should 
adjourn. With tact and good sense he declared that 
public business ought not to be interrupted by private 
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misfottane, and declined to support the proposal He 
left the House and witnessed the total dei^ructiou by 
fite^af the edifice containing a massiYe iron curtain to 
prevent flames from spreading, and cascades powerful 
enough to " drown the theatre." 

This ill-fated house was the scene of another exhibi- 
tion soon after that of the iron curtain and cascades, 
and of a fiasco which proved as damaging to the reputa- 
tion of several eminent men as the subsequent fire did 
to the building. Mr. W. H. Ireland professed to have 
discovered in an’ old trunk a trage^ by Shakespeare, 
called Vortigem. Some of the best critics of the day, 
among whom the erudite Dr. Pair was the chief, read 
the maiAiscript and gave an unhesitating opinion ui 
favour of the authenticity of the tragedy. Either 
trusting to their judgment or being deceived also, 
Sheridan purchased the spurious play for three hundred 
pounds in cash and a moiety of the profits during the 
first sixty nights of its performance. Wlien the piece 
was performed the house was crowded from floor to 
ceiling with an audience wrought up to a high 
pitch of excitement, ^forc the third act was over 
the excitement was intensified, every one present 
vying with 1^ neighbour in, hissing a production which 
might have been 'taken out of an old trunk, but which 
had never proceeded from Shakespeare’s pen. No one 
was greatly surprised to leom soon afterwards that the 
real author was Mr. Ireland, and that the great critics 
had been duped. 

This mistake and the pecuniary loss it entailed, 
were in some measure counterbalanced by the success 
of a tragedy adapted and translated from Kotzebue’s 
Spaniards in Peru, and re-named Pizarro. Among 
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tile additions made were some passages in the highest 
Cambyseft’ vein, which, however, suited the taste of 
the time, and were regarded as superlatively eloquent. 
!Eiven greater rant might have been rendered endurable 
when uttered by such tongues as those of Charles 
Kemble and Mrs. Siddons. The spectacular effects 
were in the loftiest style of stage magnificence ; 
hence a piece intrinsically worthless became exceed- 
ingly popular, and helped to replenish the empty 
coffers of the theatre. The printed version was as 
successful with the reading public as the acted piece 
was with playgoers. No less than 29,000 copies 
were sold in a comparatively short space of time. 
An anecdote relating to it told by Pitt to Dr. ‘Burney, 
when dining with him at Walmer Castle, deserves 
to be repeated- Mrs. Lloyd, a lady, or nominal 
housekeeper at Kensington Palace, ** being in com- 
pany with Mr. Sheridan without recollecting him, 
while Pizarro was the topic of discussion, she said 
to him, ‘ And so this fine,Ptzarro is printed ? ’ ‘ Yes, 

so I hear,’ said Sherry. * And did you ever in your 
life read such stuff V cried she» * Why ! I l>elieve it’s 
bad enough,’ quoth Sherry, ‘ but at feast, madam, you 
must allow it’s very loyak’ ^Ah,’ qped.she, shaking 
her head, ‘loyall You don’t know its author so well 
as I do.’”* 

When, however, Drury Lane Theatre burned 
down for the second time, the position of Sheridan 
became critical He had always lived extravagantly ; 
he had latterly shown himself more and* more prone to 
intemperance. He was made Treasurer of the Navy 
and a member of the Privy Council upon the 
• Meroaiw of Dr. Bum^, by Madame d’Arblay, toI. iii., p. 279. 
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return of the Whigs to power in 1806. After the 
deadi of Fox, he aspired to lead the patty in the 
House of Commons, but neither his faithful service nor 
his long Farliamentaiy experience was accepted as a 
sufficient warrant for elevation to the leadership. 
Resigning his seat for Stafford, he became a candidate 
to succeed Fox as member for Westminster. He was 
elected, but was unsuccessful when he offered himself for 
re-election at the dissoliition of Parliament Nor could 
he persuade his old constituents at Stafford to return 
him again. All’ his projects now miscarried. He wa.H 
charged with intriguing against the leaders of his 
party when the Prince of, Wales became Regent in 
1811, a&d with contributing, by his conduct on this 
occasion, to give the Tories the lease of power, which 
they retained till 1830. That he acted indiscreetly b 
coi*tain. The information he is said to have withheld 
from Lortls Grenville and Grey ought to have been 
communicated to them, as it might have induced them 
to undertake the Government. It is the opinion of 
Moore that “ of all the various talents with which he 
was gifted, his dexteriity in political intrigue and 
management wa^ that of which he appears to have 
Ijeen most vq.in.”* On •this occasion, as at other times 
in his career, he may have l)een the victim of his own 
finesse, and may have wrought mischief inadvertently. 

The now proprietors of Drury Lane Theatre refused 
to let him lake an active part in managing its affairs. 
He fancied that he possessed ample means, while in 
reality he was* insolvent.. No longer enjoying exemp- 
tion from arrest as a Member of Parliament, he was east 
into prison by his creditors^ and, though released after 
* Moore’s Life of Slieriduu> vol. ii,, p, 55, 
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a Ividf detoitioii, lie yet regarded himself as a dis- 
honoured man. Struck down by sickness, against 
which his frame enfeebled by excesses could not bear up, 
he died at the age of sixty-five. 

He died neglected, and he was buried with ostenta- 
tion. A tomb in Westminster Abbey was declared to 
be his due. The pageantry, which a few years pre- 
vioudy had been displayed when the mortal remains 
of Pitt and of Fox were carried to the same last resting- 
place, was reproduced at Sheridan’s funeral. The chief 
officers of state, princes of the blood royal, dukes, 
marquesses, earls, viscounts, a prelate of the Church, 
did him the service of forming a procession in his 
honour after death. They pompously “ helped* to bury 
whom they helped to starve." 



II. 

CHARACTERISTICS AS A WRITER. 

Sheridan wrote and spoke, as he lived, with a 
persistent view to ejQTect. His whole life abounded 
in surprises ; all his writings and speeches are filled 
with unexpected points. He was perpetually occupied 
in prepasing literary fireworks and letting them off. 
To be thought the sayer and writer of good things was 
w'ith liim an object of ambition second only to that of 
getting credit for uttering or writing the ordinary pro- 
ducts of his mind. He wished the world to think that 
epigrams were as natural to him as commonplaces are 
to other men. During his lifetime, his success in these 
respects was complete. But, ^ince his biographer has 
disclosed the mechanism' of his art, the world, while 
still retaining admiration for his ability, has ceased 
to regard him as a wonder. A conjuror’s tricks are 
none the less clever after we have been shown how they 
are done ; but they cease to startle when they are no 
longer mysterious and incomprehensible. 

If genius be unconscious and imponderable power 
manifesting itself in unusuid forms and at unlooked-for 
times, and if .talent be conscious power developing 
and disciplining itself in regular order and after set 
rules, carefully adapting means to ends, and never pix)- 
ducing a wholly novel and unexpected result, then 
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vKa&aKD. must be classed among the men of no genius 
lllft''of great talent. He had the capacity for compass- 
ing his designs, and the sense to know the es^t 
' measure of his abilities. In his devemess he resem- 
bled Dryden ; whatever Dryden wrote Sheridan might 
h^ve written, excepting “ Alexander’s Feast ” and 
the ** Ode to St. Cecilia.” 

The points of resemblance between Dryden and 
Sheridan are numerous and distinct. Both were 


ardent politicians as well as playwrights ; both aspired 
to be wits, and both attained their object. Each 
ipade a study of style, and each produced a style wliich 
fK)88esses a notable individuality. Even now there is no 
better example of easy, idiomatic and forcible writing 
than the prose of Dryden, while that of Sheridan is 
an admirable example of the best-choscn words ar- 
rjmged in the most effective order. Both were prone 
to the same failing, that of lapsing into bombast when 
they aimed at sublimity ; neither seems to be more at 
home, nor to write more naturally, than when penning 
the rant of Almanzor or the rant of BoUa. In the 
case of Sheridan, £ax more ^ than that of Dryden, 
culture of form and minuteness of finish are earned 
to ridiculous excess. .Like the pictures of pre- 
Baphaelite artists, his scenes are all foreground. His 
mistresses and maids not only go mad in correspond- 
ing apparel, hut in identical phrase. The. valet is as 
witty as his master, and casts his wittfeisms in the 
same mould. 


Sheridan’s plays are uniform in style. The charac- 
teristics of his first comedy are those of the last. The 
grouping of the personages, and the management of 
the incidents, render them good acting plays; the 
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naturalness of the action more than^compmsatidg iMt 

the artificiality of the seyeral charactera Talona 
separately, every paaonage is as finished and untrue 
to nature as the figures in a Chinese picture. In 
Tke Rivals, for instance,* Thomas, a country coach- 
man, and Fag, the servant to Captain Absolute, 
converse in a strain which may have suited the taste of 
the day, but which was utterly unnaturaL Beply- 
ing to an inquiry from the former, the latter says : 

“ Why, then, the cause of all this isi love — love, 
Thomas, who (as you may have got read to you) has 
been a masquerader since the days of Jupiter." When 
not indulging in classical allusions, Fag adopts thi% 
playful style of exaggeration in describing the 'fortune 
of Miss Lydia Languish : “ Rich ! — why, I believe 
she owns half the stocks! Zounds! Thomas, she 
could pay the National Debt as ea^y as I could 
my washerwoman ! She has a lap-dog that eats out 
of gold ; she feeds her parrot with small pearls ; and 
all her thread-papeis are made of bank-notes.” To 
his master. Fag uses the same style. Captain Abso- 
lute having said, “You blockhead, never say more 
than is necessary,”* the reply is, “ I beg pardon, Sir — 

1 beg pardon-j-but, with* submission, a lie is nothing 
unless one supporfb it. Sir, whenever I draw on my 
invention for a good current lie, I always forge en- 
dorsements as well as the bilL” Not to be outdone, 
his master Replies in the same strain : “ Well, take 
care you don’t hurt your credit by offering too much 
security." Ou*auother occasion. Fag is made to ex- 
hibit what his master calls impertinence, but which 
the author probably considered smartness. Sir An- 
Uiony Absolute having quarrelled with his son, Fag 



i86 


SieSAUD BRINSLEY SHERIDAN. 


tdliB the latter : — Upon my credit, Sit, were I in 
your place, and found my father such rexy bad com- 
pany, I dlioold certainly drop his acquaintanoe.” 

Sir Anthony Absolute, who is represented as a hot- 
tempered country squire, speaks as smartly as a town 
wit. In answer to Mra Malaprop’s remark, that circu- 
lating libraries are vile places, he says : ** Madam, a 
circulating library in a town is an evergreen tree of 
diabolical knowledge ! It blossoms through the year I 
And depend on it, Mra Malaprop, that they who are 
so fond of handling the leaves, will long for the fruit 
at last.” Again, his son telling him that he loves a 
lady, and that his vows are pledged to her, he retorts, 
“ Let her foreclose. Jack ;*let her foreclose ; they are not 
worth redeeming ; besides, you have the angel’s vows 
in exchange, I suppose ; so there wUl be no loss 
there.” Sir Lucius O’Trigger, the fortune-hunter and 
fire-eater, is as elaborately witty as the rest. Com- 
menting on Mra Malaprop’s ridiculous letter, he ob- 
serves : “ Faith, she must be very deep-read to write 
this way — ^though she'is rather an arbitrary writer, 
too— for here are a great 'many poor words pressed 
into the service of this note that would get their 
habeas corpus from any court in Christendom.” 

Bob Acres, who is introduced aS a not over-bright 
country dandy, winds up his first speech with a point 
worthy of George Selwyn : — “ Ha I my dear friend, 
noble captain, and honest Jack, how dost ? *Just arrived, 
faith, as you perceive. Warm work on the roads. 
Jack I — Odds whips and wheels I I’ve travelled like 
a comet, with a tail of dust all the way as long as 
the, MalL” His other sayings are equally out of 
character. ” Your words are a grenadier^s march to 
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my heart'’ ** The thunder of your words has soured ' 
the milk of human kindness in my breast” David, 
his servant, is depicted as a clown, yet he speaks with 
the affectation of a fop. Acres having said, *‘But 
my honour, David, my honour! I must be very 
careful of my honour ; ” David replies, Ah, by the 
mass ! And I would be very earful of it ; and I 
think, in return, my honour couldn’t do less than to be 
very careful of me.” Acres : “ Think what it would 
be to disgrace my ancestors ! ” David : “ Under 
favour, the surest way of not disgracing them is to 
keep as long as you can out of their company. 
Look'ee now, master, to go to them in such haste, — 
with an ouBce of lead in your brains, I should think 
might as weU be let alone. Our ancestors are very 
good kind of folks, but they are the last people 1 
should choose to luive • a visiting acquaintance with.” 

The female personages are as artificial as the male ; 
yet two of them — Mrs. Mal^rop and Miss Lydia 
Languish — ^were intended to appear ridiculous, and to 
raise a laugh by their eccentricities. They cerUunly 
speak and act in character ;* the foolish phrases of Mrs. 
Malaprop, and the foolish sentiments of Miss Lydia 
Languish, bein^ thoroughly suited to their reactive 
parts. Very differ^t is the sentimentality of Julia. 
It has a mawkish flavour which b sickening. She is 
well matched jealous, exacting, and unprac- 

tical Faulklaifd. Both converse in metaphor run to 
seed. Julia, offering to be Faulkland's companion in 
his flight, winds up thus : “ Then on the bosom of 
your wedded Julia you may lull your keen regret to 
slumbering ; while virtuous love, with a cherub’s hand, 
shall smooth the brow of upbraiding thought, and 



188 RICHARD BRINSLEY SHERIDAN. 

pluck the thorn from compunction/' Faulkland 
replies that he is bankrupt in gratitude; but, in 
re^ty, he is not then prepared to cope with Julia 
in metaphor. At the end of the scene, and after she 
has left him, he strives to show the audience that 
he, too, can use fine language. “ 0 love ! tormentor ! 
fiend ! — ^whose influence, like the moon’s, acting on 
men of dull souls, makes idiots of them, but meeting 
subtler spirits, betrays their course, and urges sensi- 
bility to madness.” In the last scene, he thinks to make 
amends for his exacting conduct, and to regain Julia’s 
affections by a metaphor : “ How can I sue for what 
I so little deserve ? I dare not presume — yet Hope is 
the child of Penitence.’' Of course he sacceeds, and 
Julia, having heard Miss Lydia Languish say, “ Our 
happiness is now as unalloyed as general,” comes 
forward and ends the comedy with some parting 
metaphors : — “ Then let us study to preserve it so ; 
and while Hope pictures to us a flattering scene of 
futfire bliss, let ' us deny its pencil those colours which 
are too bright to be lasting. When hearts deserving 
happiness would unite their fortunes. Virtue would 
crown them with an unfading v garland of modest 
hurtless flowei’s ; but ill-judging Passion will force the 
gaudier rose into the wreath, Whose thorn ofi'ends 
them when its leaves are dropped.” 

What is most remarkable about this cpmedy is the 
degree in which its demerits of diction* and chameter 
are counterbalanced by its excellences as an acting 
pl^. Considered individually, the personages are 
ijM-rtistic ; regarded as parts of a whole, they pi-o- 
duce a pleasing impression. The forced wit and the 
foreed sentiment of some of them do not materially 
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detract from the pleasure afforded bj the clever buf- 
foonery of Bob Acres, the farcical exaggeration of Sir 
Lucius O’Trigger, the genuine humour of Sir Anthony 
Absolute, the elaborate blunders of Mrs. Malaprop,* 
the amusing follies of Miss Lydia Languish. 

In The Duenna, the misplaced wit and far-fetchcd 
sayings are less numerous. Yet Don Jerome, the 
irascible father, makes a* speech such as no sane 
parent ever addressed to his son and daughter since 
the world began. Referring to a serenade he had 
interrupted, he tells his son in his daughter’s pre- 
sence, “What, r suppose you have been serenading 
too! Eh, disturbing some .peaceable neighbour- 
hood with villanous catgut and lascivious pip^g! 
Out on’t ! you set your sister here a vile example ; 
but I come to tell you, madam, that I’ll suffer no 
more of these midnight incantations — ^these amorous 
orgies, that steal the senses m the hearing ; as they 
sjiy Egyptian ombalmers serv'e mummies, extracting tlie 
brain through the ears.” * Donna Louisa utters things 
which are only too clever for the part. Her father 
ha^mlg told her that the man she is to marry, though 
formerly a Jew, had been six weeks a Christian, 
her brother remarks : — “ A^’, he left his old religion 
for an estate, and has not had time to get a new one : ” 
whereupon she adds : — “ But stands like a dead wall 

a 

* This extravagant simile is a plagiarism ftt>m Gk>ldsmitb. 
eighty-fouiih letter of a ** Citizen m the World oonolades with tho 

sensible admonition of the philosopher, * You love harmonv,’ 
says he. ^and are channed with music. 1 do not blame you for 
hearing a fine voice, when you are in your closet with a lovely partem 
under your eye, or in the night-time, while ]Mrhaps the moon dif- 
fuses her silveiy rays. But is a man to carry this passion so far as to 
let a company of comedians, musicianB, and singers grow rioh upon 
hirexhausted fortune P ITso, he resembles one of those dead hothes 
* whose binins the embalmeis ^ve picked out through its eai-b.’ ’* 
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betveom church and synagogue, or like tiie blank 
leaves between the Old and New Testament.*' If 
Donna Louisa were represented as a personage of great 
*clevemesB, and did her conversation in general justify 
that assumption, then a sally like the foregoing would 
not appear, as it does, wholly misplaced. 

The School for Scandal, however, is the most re- 
markable specimen of Sheridan’s mannerism, of his 
straining after effect, of excessive brilliancy which daz- 
zles and soon cloys. Its effect on the mind resembles 
that made on the eye by a mirror shown in the Inter- 
national Exhibition of 1862. This mirror was com- 
posed of highly polished prisms ranged side by side. 
Wljprever the eye rested were seen all the colours of 
the rainbow. To look at the rays of light refractecl 
from a prism is a pretty sight ; but to sit in a room 
entirely lined with prismatic mirrors would be torture 
to any one but the Turkish potentate for whose cn- 
jo 3 nnent this mirror was specially designed and 
maniifactured. 

c 

All the characters, from Maria, the blushing young 
girl, to Rowley, the staid and attached servant of the 
family, including Trip, valet to '•Charles Surface, utter 
clever things with a ftuenfcy which i^ amazing. Being 
asked what Sir Benjamin Back\)ite has done to make 
her avoid him, Maria replies, Oh, he has done notliing 
— but ’tis for what he has said : his conversation is a 
perpetual libel on all his acquaintance.’* ' Then, giving 
her opinion about scandal, she says, ** Well, 1111 not 
debate how far scandal may be allowable ; but in a 
man, I am sure, it is always contemptible. We have 
^de, envy, rivalship, and a thousand motives to 
de|u?eciate each other j but the male slanderer mns (4 
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have the cowardice of a woman before he can traduce 
one.” Mis. Candour expresses her view of scandal, 
with still greater elaboration of detail: “Why, to 
be sure, a tale of scandal is as fatal to the credit of 
a prudent lady of her stamp as a fever is generally to 
those of the strongest constitutiona But there is a sort 
of puny, sickly reputation, that is always ailing, yet 
wUl outlive the robuster characters of an hundred 
prudea” Sir Benjamin rivals her, however, by 
refining on the same idea : “ True, madam, there are 
valetudinarians in reputation as well as constitution, 
who, being conscious of their weak part, avoid the 
least brca^ of air, and supply Jhc want of stamina by 
care and ciiThmspcction.” 

Lady Teazle is an extraordinary instance of sud- 
denly developed wit. She is represented as having 
been taken from a dull country home, where she 
passed the day working fhiits in worsted, looking 
after the dairy, superintending the poultry-yard, 
making extracts from the family receipt book, and 
combing her Aunt Deborah’s lapdog, amusing her- 
self in the evening by drawing patterns for ruffles 
she had not the materials to make up, playing 
Pope Joan with^the curate, reading a sermon to her 
aunt, or in strumming on an old spinnet to send her 
father to sleep after a fox chase. This young lady 
marries Sir Peter Teazle, comes to London, becomes a 
licentiate of'*tHo Scandalous College, and flashes out in 
this ^yle : “ Nay, I vow Lady Stucco is very well 
with the dessert «fter dinner ; for she’s just like the 
French firuit one cracks for mottoes — made up of 
paint and proverb.” Replying to the remark that 
true wit is more nearly allied to good nature than she 
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- k ^'4^^ f 9^1^' Sir tJn^ 

w'^i^>iiapi»1)ail^H^};4N3tl^tb8^ nalk 

' ker '**'coiaiti^':^i:!^dices,%-m.j^^ Tewsle-'lelii^g an 
to ^'.i^ro^tfMals af'^osepb StirfisK^, and visHuig 
•. luni, At.lea^ to^ateii’ to Itis pretended passion, if not. 
to didiondiir b^^lf and her husband ; but it is alto- 
gether start^^^nmi improbable that she should con- 
verse with him in the following strain. In answer to 
Joseph's remark that, having been unjustly * stis- 
• pected by her husband, she owes ‘it to the honour of 
her sex to outwit him, she says, “ Indeed ! So that, 
if he suspects me without cause, it follows that the 
best way of ctiring his jealousy is to give him reason 
for’t?” Joseph uses the additional argument that her 
character is absolutely dying from too much health, 
which elicits the sparkling rejoinder, “ So, so ; then 
I perceive your prescription is, that 1 must sin iii 
my own defence, and part with my virtue to preserve 
my reputation.” 

Sir Peter Teazle, whom we should no more ex.- 
pect to be witty than his wife, is as pointed an<l 
antithetical in his talk as the wit by nature or profes- 
sion. His opening soliloquy begins thus : — “ When an 
old bachelor marries a young wile, what is he to ex- 
pect ? ' Tis now six months since Lady Teazle made 

me the happiest of men — and I have l^een the most 
miserable dog ever since! We tift a* little going to 
church, and fairly quanelled before the bells had done 
ringing. I was more than once nearly choked with 
gall during the honeymoon, and had lust all comfoit 
in life before my friends had done wishing me joy.” 
He' winds up the second scene with as telling a Lit as 
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jioy ot ikt^ fo^fi^mf(s **»it3ck I»lS|aiitftr Bowhy, ^en an 
old vuoika a he desenr^aHot 

no<Mhe ofeime caifies its ^^o&ialuaieB^ along witihtlb^* 
la tile fiiM; diftiogoe witli i^a wife, he utt^ aajdngs 
which ore etUl more highly e^a|)erat^ Xiady Teazle 
having aaid that her acqaaintances wara Remarkably 
tenacious of reputation, he retorts : ** Tea, Cg^ they 
are tcnacioils of reputation with a vengeance ; fbr they 
don’t choose anybody 'should have a character but 
themselves. £^uch a crew ! Ah ! many a wretch has 
rid on a hurdle who has done less mischief than« 
those utterci>> of forged tales, corners of scandal, and 
(•lip2)cis of loputatiou.” He grows unintelligible to 
ninety-nine ^persons in a bundled, when he says, in 
reply to Mrs. Candoui’s remark that surely he would 
not be so severe on those who only report what they 
heal, “ Yes, luadum, I winild have law merchant for 
th(‘ia too; end in all ciuses of sl.iiwh'r currency, when- 
ever tlie drawer of the lie >\as not to be found, the 
injured party should have,a right to come on any of tlu‘ 
ynlorsers.” It is quite clear, from Mrs. Candour’s next 
remark, that she had not the slightest notion what 
Sir Peter Teazle meant. 


Sir Oliver Surfiico is st m^^rehant who, having 
aeeiimulated a large* fortune in the Indies, returns 
home with his mouth as full of good things as his 
purse is of gcincas. Sir X*eter Teazle having, tohi 
him that his Aei)hew, Joseph Surface, is, “what a 
youth should be — everybody in the world speaks 
well of him,” ho replies, "I am sorry to hoar it; 
he has too good a cKaracter to be an honest fellow. 
Everybody speaks well of him i Psha ! then he has 
i bowed 08 low to knaves and fools as to the honest dig- 

o 



194 


RICHARD BRINSLEY SUER WAN. 

nity of genius {ind virtue.” Seeing his nephew Charles 
give the family pedigree to his friend Carless, to use 
as an auctioneer’s hammer when selling the family 
pictures, Sir Oliver observes : “ What au unnatural 
rogue ! — an ex, "post facto parricide.” He thus com- 
ments on the altered habits of servants : “Ah! ]\Iaster 
Eowley, in my days servants were content with the 
follies of their masters, when they were wmrn a little 
threadbare ; but now they have their vices like their 
birthday clothes, with the gloss on.” Tn reply fn 
Rowley’s remark tliat there is no. sentiment in uhicli 
Joseph has such faith as th.at charity begins at home, 
he says : “ And liis, I presume, is of that domestic soil, 
which never stirs abroad at all.” « o 

Old Rowley, the attached servant of the Suvfaci' 
family, though he siieaks naturally enough on tlio 
whole, yet shines at *lntcrvals as brilliantly as tlu' 
rest. He winds up a speech in the first scene 
of the third act, by quoting two lines from “ our 
immortal bard this, howcyci', is pardonable when 
compared with such a remark as the following, 
which he utters when instructing Sir Oliver to 
play the part of Mr. Premium: “And lament 
that a young man^ now must be at years of 
discretion before he is suffered to ruin himself.” 
Again, when Sir Oliver Surface has an interview 
with his nephew Joseph, in the assumed character 
of Mr. Stanley, Rowley says to Sir Hjliver : — “ Rut 
I doubt you are come a little too abruptly. His 
nerves are so weak, that the sight .of a poor relation 
may be too much for him. I should have gone first to 
break it to him.” Sir Oliver exclaims : “ Yet this is 
he whom Sir Peter extols as a man of the most bene- 
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volcnt way of thinking !” Rowley rejoins, with more 
polisli then old family servants gcn{,Tally display : 
“As to his Avay of thinking, I cannot pretend to 
dec-idc ; for, to do him justice, he appears to have as 
much speculative l^enevolenco as any private genth*- 
nian in the kingdom, tlioiigh he is seldom so sensual 
as to indulge liimself in the exercise of it.” Tri]), 
(Charles Surface’s valet, is as nimble with his tongue 
as with his fingers. Ha\’ing requested Ptoses to discount 
a hill, and the latter asking if he had nothing to de- 
jiosit as security, h<* rcjdies, “ Why, nothing caj)ital^f 
my master’s wardrobe has dropjx'd lately ; but I could 
give you a mortgage on some of his winter clothes. 
Avith e(piijy of j'cdemjttion before NoA'cmber — or you 
shall have the reversion of the French A'olvet, or a 
post-obit ; these, I should think, Moses, Avith a f»>AV 
pair of poiut-rutllcs, as' a cbftateral security — hey, my 
little felhiw ?” 

doseph Surface, though pre-eminently a man of 
sentiment, shoAvs that he, too, can be a man of 
Avit. When Sir I’l'njamin repeats his rhymed epi- 
irram, and his Uncle (Vabiree exclaims: “There, 
ladies, done in the smack of a whip, and on horseba<-k 
toc>,” Joseph neatly adds,* “A A'ciy Phoebus, mounted 
— indc«Hl, Sir llenjamin,” He makes love to Lady 
J’t'azle in antitheses. After assuring her that the con- 
sciousni'ss Pf innocence o]H>ratc<l to her prejudice, 
making her rtegligcut of fonus, lauvless of the world’s 
opinion, <ipt to run into a thousand little imprudence.s, 
impatient of Sir Peter's temper and outrageous at his 
suspicions, he adds, “ Noav, my dear Lady Teazh', if 
you Avould but imee make a trifling faux jnis, yi'U 

can’t conceiv(' how cautious you Avould groAA', au<l how 

o 
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ready to humour and agree with your husband.” 
Lady Teazle asks : “ Do you think so ?” and Joseph 
replies : “ Oh ! I am sure on’t ; and then you w'ould find 
all scandal would cease at once ; for — in short, your 
character at present is like a person in a plethora, abso- 
lutely dying of too much healtli.” More forced and 
affected is Joseph’s language in his soliloquy after he 
had got rid of Sir Oliver in the guise of Stanley, the 
poor relation ; “ This is one bad effect of a good cb.a- 
racter ; it invites application from the unfortunate, 
^d there needs no small degree of address to gain the 
reputation of benevolence without incurring the ex- 
pense. The silver ore of pure charity is an exj)eii.siv(’ 
article in the catalogue of a man’s good qualities, 
whereas the sentimental French plate I use instead of 
it makes just as good a show, and pays no tax,” 

A more serious defect in this pci-sonfige than the 
superfluity of wit or excessive elaboration of phrase- 
ology, is the too open proclamation of his villanies. 
The author’s purpose is to paint a hypocrite who, 
by employing fine sentiments, masks his designs and 
gains his ends. Dryden, \vith that acuteness which 
was as much his distinctive charaoteristic as his poetic 
talent, justly remarks, in his j^eface to Troilas and 
Cressida : “ To produce a villain v^ithout other reason 
than a natural inclination to villany is, in [loctry, to pro- 
duce an effect without a cause ; and to majie him more 
a villain than he has just reason to bo, i§ to make an 
effect which is stronger than the cause.” Now, Joseph 
Surface is too much of the scoundrel .by i)rofcssion to 
be a thorough-going hypocrite, a dissembler who be- 
comes almost the dupe of his own deceit. Blifil Ls a 
far more consummate impostor. He never parades his 
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vice. Jo8cj>h ostentatiously avows that his sentiment 
is a sham, that he is but acting a part, and not living a 
life, when, after saying before Lady Sneerwell, “ The 
man who does not share in the distresses of a brother, 
even though merited by his own misconduct, deserves 

” and she interrupts him with : “ 0 Lud ! you are 

going to be moral, and forget that you are among 
friends,” he replies, “ Egad, that’s true ! I’ll keep that 
sentiment till I see Sir Peter.” The author in making 
him doubtful about attaining his purpose, commits 
another offence .against nature and probability. Amafi 
so clever, plausible, and self-assured as Joseph cannot 
believe in failure if he continue his career. The con- 
stant dreacT of utter ruin would chill his sentiment, 
and the foreknowledge of detection would restrain his 
tongue. Yet, almost at the (jutset, he is made to say : 
‘ A curious dilemma, truly, iny politics have run me 
into ! I wanted, at first, only to ingratiate myself 
with Lady Teazle, that she might not be my enemy 
with Maria ; and I have, I don’t know how, become 
her serious lover. Sincerely I begin to wish that I had 
never made such a point of gaining so very good a 
character, for it has led me into so many cursed 
rogueries that i. dqubt I shall be exposed at last.” 
After exposure has come and final discomfiture is 
impending, he gives vent, in conversation with Lady 
Sneerwell, to .another and a contradictory regret : 
“Well, I admit I have been to blame. 1 confess I 
deviated Irom the direct road of wrong.” To fear in 
the second act that his “ cursed rogueries ” wUl lead 
to his exposure is out of keeping with his cluoracter : 
to lament in the fifth act that he had “ devi- 
ated from the direct road of wrong ” is to render the 
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incongruity the more conspicuous and the less ex- 
cusable. 

Against Charles Surface no objection can be ma<le 
on the score of his wit. He utters smart things by 
the score, but this is what we arc taught to expect 
from a clever scapegrace, whose spirits rise when his 
fortune falls, and who is supposed to be never so 
natural as when he is spending his last guinea, or 
parting with his last acre, with a smile on his fsicc 
and an epigram on his tongue. This dashing spend- 
tfirift is rewarded with the hand of Maria and Ji 
second fortune from his uncle. Sir Oliver. In his case, 
levity appears to bo the best policy, aiid^a jest the 
surest wisdom. 

Overcharged though The School for Scandal is 
with good things, and artificial as are the cliaracters, 
taken one by one, it is yet as excellent an acting play as 
The Rivals, and the situations are most telling ; the 
mode in which .the screen Ls turned to account is an 
inimitable stage ofFcct.f 

Far less laboured than Sheridan’s other pieces, his 
farce Tike Critic, is one of his happiest productions. 
Modelled on The Rehearsal, it is no servile copy. 
Bayes is but the caricature of Drydpn, whom the whole 
piece turns into ridicule. Mr. Puff, on the contrary, 

* Befemng to criticisms on tho use he had made of ,a screon in his 
Went Indian, Cumberland says, “ I could name one. now living who 
has made such happy um of his screen in a comedy of the very first 
merit, that if Aristotle himself had written u whole (maptei^rofesscdly 
against screens, and Jerry Collier had edited it witii notes and illus- 
trations, I would not have placed Lady Teazle out of oar-shot to have 
saved their ears from the pillory ; but if cither of these worthies could 
have pointed out an expedient to have ^t Joseph Surface off the stage, 
pending that scene, with any reason^le conformity to nature, they 
would mve done more good to the drama than either of them have 
done harm;, and that is saying u great deal.” — Memoirs of Bichard 
Cumberland written by himself, vol. i., p. 303. 
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is a wholly original creation ; he is as natural, yet as 
impersonal as FalstalF. Sir Fretful Plagiary, who is 
a caricature of Cumberland, is but a subordinate per- 
sonage, and is so much of a stage character that he 
might easily have been drawn without the existence of 
a living model. One of the dramatic faults of Sheridan 
is glanced at, perhaps not unintentionally, in the com- 
ments upon the dialogue between the Justice and the 
Constable ; Mr. Sneer says : “ But, Mr. Puff, I think 
not only the Justice, but the Clown seems to talk in 
as high a style iis fhe fir-st hero among them.” Mr. 
Puft’ replies, “ H(^aven forbid that they should not in a 
free country ! Sir, 1 am not for making slavish dis- 
tinctions, and giving all the fine language to the upper 
sort of p()ople.” Mr. Puff’s apology for plagiarism is 
an excellent satire upon the practice. Mr. Sneer, re- 
ferring to the fii-st line in the Beefeater’s soliloquy 8£iy s : 
“Haven’t I heard that line before?” Mr. Puflf re- 
plies : “ l^fo, I fancy not ; where, iway ? ” Mr. Dangle 
interposes with, “ Yes, I think there is something like 
it in Othello'^ ]\lr. Puff, “ Gad ! now you put me in 
mind on’t, 1 believe there is ; but that’s of no con- 
sequence ; all that cAn be said is, that two people hap- 
])cned to hit on the samc'thought — and Shakespcai-e 
made u.sc of it first, that’s all.” 

It is extraordiiiarj' that a dmmatist who wrote so little 
as Sheridan sliould have produced plays which have not 
only survived for a century without any loss of freshness 
or popularity, but, when well acted, now attract even 
more numerous audiences than when they were first 
performed. Moreover, these pieces have added a larger 
proportion of allusions and phrases to daily speech 
and writing than any three pieces by all other English 
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dramatists, Shakespeare alone excepted. A few only 
need be cited : every reader will recall them by the 
score. Bob Acres is one of the accepted types of pol- 
troonery, and his courage oozing out as it were at the 
palms of his hands, is an illustration of it. Sir Lucius 
O’Trigger has immortalised himself by the saying : 
“Pray, Sir, be easy; the quarrel is a very pretty 
quarrel as it stands.” The very name of Mrs. Mala- 
prop has been used more than once to clench an argu- 
ment. Her inimitable confusion of words, “She's 
as headstrong as an allegory on the banks of Nile,” 
will endure as long as the language. “ I own the soft 
impeachment,” is another of her verbal legacies to 
posterity. The words, “You shall see* them on a 
beautiful quarto page, whore a neat rivulet of text 
shall meander through a meadow' of margin,” have 
frequently been repeated without being alw'ays attri- 
buted to their rightful originator. Sir Benjamin 
Backbite. “Too. civil by half,” is another stiying wiiicli 
it may not always be remembered is an “ aside ” of 
Sir Oliver Surface. There is no doubt as to the p.ater- 
nity of “ One damned good-natured friend or another,” 
yet it might surprise some pcisofts to hear that Mr. 
Sneer is the father of A most ^appy thought, 
certainly;” and also of “No scand.al about (jiieeii 
Elizabeth, 1 hope.” Mr. Pufl, m addition to liis 
receipts for puffing, has furnished our literature with 
the phrase : “ When they do agree on the stag*;, 
their unanimity is wonderful,” while two lines from 
tis tragedy will be quoted as often as the lino h«; 
appropriated from Othello : — 

** The Spanish fleet thou cannot see — because 
It is not yet in sight.** 
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It is at once the excellence and defect of Sheridan’s 
])lays that they are much better adapted for the stage 
tl lan for the closet. The comedies of Shakespeare appear 
as lifelike when read as when they arc performed ; in 
those of Sheridan the artifichility which disenchjmts 
the reader can be entirely disguised by good acting ; 
th<) pcTsouiiges when they talk and strut on the 
boards may, for the moment, be supixjsed to be nwil 
representatives of actual men and women. This is 
the peculiarity also of the comedies of Congreve, with 
which those of SlK'ridaii were contrasted by his con- 
tt>.nij)ora.ries, whose characters, as Johnson acutely re- 
marked, are commonly fictitious and ai'tificial, with 
very little ?»1‘ nature and not much of hfe, and whose 
personages are a kind of intellectual gladiators ; every 
s(.'ntence is t(.> wanl or ^strike ; the contest of smartne.ss 
is never intermitted ; whose wit is a meteor jdaying to 
ami fro with alternate coruscations. The success of 
Sheridan consisted in prc.serving cleverne.ss of dia- 
logue without gi’ossness of allusion or immorality in 
tlic plot. A modern English theatrical audience is not 
too exacting in the matter of natural truth : amusing 
scenes and good acting didight and satisfy it. Sound 
morality must, also be ibcukated. Joseph Surface, 
th(! (.‘onsummato hypocrite and unscrupulous niscitl, 
must b(‘ exj)osed and punished. Lady Teazle must be 
more sinned against than sinning. In the wit, there 
must not be a taint of lewdness ; in the action, thciv 
must not bo any parade of vice ; the result must be 
as improving as a semton. Subject to these conditious, 
th(^ jday has to be comtjosi'd ; if they are faithfully 
obs«*rved, it niay be applauded. It is obvious that a 
modern dramatist cannot, in these circumstances, hold 
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Up the mirror to nature and make the scenic display 
a representation in miniature of every phase in human 
life. 

The public for which Sheridim wrote, and which lie 
gratified to the full, is essentially the same as that 
of our day ; hence, while it would be as impossible 
to revive the comedies of Congreve, Vanbrugh, and 
Wycherley, as to revive the old miracle plays, it is as 
easy to attract an audience by his pieces now as it 
was when they first appeared. Their very artificiality 
has helped to preserve them. They cannot become 
antiquated until genuine humour shall be declared flat 
luid misatisfying, and the tongue of scandal shall be 
mute. * 



III. 

Ai'l'EAKANCE AND SPEECHES IN PARLIAMENT. 

Notwithstanding the completeucss of Sheridiin’s 
triumph on the boards of Drury Lane Theatre, he 
a8i)ired to be the hero of still more splendid triumjjhs in 
the arena of the Legislature. He is the only example 
in our histo^’' of a dramatist, having no superior among 
liip contemporaries, becoming also the acknowledged 
equal of contemporary orator's, and achieving an almost 
unrivalled Parliamentary reputation in opposition to 
no common obstacles. In 17 S 0 , he entei'ed the House 
of Commons as the chosen representative for the in^ 
dependent borough of Stafford, when "William Pitt 
took his seat for the first time„as the nominee of Sir 
James' Lowther, for the pocket borough of Appleby. 
AVithout distinction due to birth or the countenance of 
a powerful patron, Ke stood forward and battled for 
rcj»utation, iuspii'cd by iuntrition and sustained by his 
talents. All that he had done as a j^.y wright excited 
the curiosity and, in some degree, aroused the jealousy 
of the Houser A man who becomes a member of Par- 
liament with a ready-made reputation is criticizeil far 
more severely, and is in far greater danger of failing, 
than the novice who is cntilkly guiltless of popularity. 

The ordeal is as trying *aa that of proving innocence 
by walking over red-hot ploughshares. No mercy is 
shown to those who betray the slightest imperfection. 
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The finest intellects anti most fiuent tongues have 
suceumbed. before the test. Addison, though he rose 
to bo Secretary of State, saved himself from igno- 
minious failure as a speaker, and possibly from insult, 
by remaining a silent member. When Steele rose 
to address the House, he was abashed and forced 
to sit down by shouts of “Tatler, Tatlcr,” and had 
the mortification of hearing the envious and the 
dullards audibly whisper : “It is not so easy a 
thing to speak in the House ; he fancies he can do 
so because he can scribble.” Had Johnson hearkened 
to the wishes of his friends and obtsiincd a seat in 
Parliament, he would have found the men for whom 
he was more than a match individually, his jealous 
and powerful rivals collectively. Erskine, who could 
mould a jury at his pleasure, and whose seductive 
voice could almost exorcise prejudice from a hostile 
Court, couhl never influence a single division in the 
House of Commons, nor could he always gain an appre- 
ciative hearing. Flood, who came from Ireland with 
the fame of a Demosthenes, failed to gain the ear of the 
House. The greatest glories of O’Connell as an orator 
are not enshrined in our ParliamSntary annals. Lord 
Jeffrey, whose eminence as a critical .writer was un- 
disputed by anyii^ntemporary, was heard with bare 
courtesy when he addressed the House of Commons. 
Sir James Mackintosh, who entered Parliament with 
the lustre of a powerful forensic display undimmed, 
and with the reputation of being most fascinating in 
conversation, could seldoMa command the attention 
of his audience. Macaulay’s spoken essays in the 
House of Commons were as gorgeous and finidbed 
pieces of rhetoric as the essays he contributed to 
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the Edinburgh Review, yet Macaulay never gained 
high honours as a Parliamentary debater. Bulwer 
Lytton delivered many polished orations in the House 
of Commons, but he did not equal as a speaker 
the fame he acquired as a novelist. It is a proof 
of Grattan’s genius that the oratorical sway he 
wielded over the Parliament of Ireland was felt 
and acknowledged . by the House of Commons of the 
United Kingdom. Though John Stuart Mill gave 
utterance to some things which it required great moral 
courage to,expres3, ‘vet his Parliamentary career did 
not increase his world-wide fame as a thinker. In 
addition to his e.xtraordinary popularity as a novelist, 
Mr. Disraeli*1ias risen to the first place in the estima- 
tiSn of Parliament, and in this respect he divides with 
Sheridan the crown of victory ovi-r almost insuperable 
difficulties. 

When William Pitt first addressed the House, ho 
proved himself one of its ornaiiients. Old members 
rt'joiced to find that the exeelleuees of the elder Pitt 
were reproduced in the younger : the House of Com- 
mons could not but welcome a speaker who showed 
himself master of tho traditionid Parliamentary style. 
With Sheridan, it was otherwis<;. He failed utterly to 
enlist the sympathies of his heurei’S|^nd he failed, its 
Mr. Disraeli did, by aiming too high. Like Mr. Disraeli, 
at a later period, he was worsted, but !lot dismayed. He 
prophetically told Woodfall in the gallery that he had 
it in him and it would come out, with as much truth as 
Mr. Disraeli told the House i^hat the time would come 
when he should get a patient hearing. Sheridan tried 
agp.iq, and it did come out of him : but his success was 
n^ly us perilous its his failure. * 
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It is a rule, to which there arc few exceptions, that 
a man who once obtains the reputation of being a wdt 
may retain it without always saying things of extreme 
brilliancy, and will even find his most ordinary remarks 
quoted as utterances of great cleverness. Let such a 
man, however, strive to get credit for the possession 
of more serious qualities, and his attempts wiU bo 
treated as jokes. Few men have ever spoken or 
written more sensibly than Sydney Smith, yet for one 
who would acknowledge that he was wise, ninety-nine 
would contend that he was only amusing. . The young 
lady who was tickled and laughed heartily when he 
said grace at a dinner party, was not a whit more silly 
than the multitude which considered that he made 
fun of everything. In the House of Commons, this 
prejudice is even more deeply rooted than in 
society' at large. The privileged joker of the House 
is always a favourite speaker ; but is only laughed 
at when he no longer aims at making others 
laugh with Him. Thus it was that whcni Sheridan 
had established a reputation for saying witty things, 
the House welcomed his rising as they would have; 
applauded the appearance of a pcwsonage in The School 
for Scandal. He fijlt himself obliged to prepare 
for his appearances with as mheh labour and fore- 
thought as he exercised when polishing witticisms for 
one of his plays, and the result was that his speeches 
abound in paragraphs which would have graced a 
comedy. 

The following passage in a speech against the Ad- 
ministration formed by Pitt after the dismissal of tbe 
Coalition Ministry is purely dramatic in manner and 
point. Referring to the gentlemen he saw on the 
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Treasury Bench, he said they were divided into two 
parts — tlie one composed of the supporters of Lord 
North, the other of his opponents. “These gentle- 
men, speaking to each other, might thus address each 
other : one might say, ‘ I supported Lord North 
during the whole of his administration, but left him 
at last, when I found he had foimcd a coalition with 
that abominable man Charles Fox.’ Another might 
reply, ‘ And I joined Mr. Fox fpr many years in his 
opposition to Government ; till at last I found it neces- 
sary to abandon him, when he disgraced himself by a 
coalition with that abominable man Lord North.’ If 
the state of the public credit, and the funds, should 
become thfcsubject of discussion in that House, one of 
the members of the Treasury Bench may vciy probably 
say, * It was the cursed American War of I^ord North 
that brought this ruin upon our funds.’ This would 
instantly call up his friend on the same Bench, who 
would immediately reply, ‘ No ; the American War 
was a just and constitutional war ; it was the opposi- 
tion given to it by the rebel eiicouragcr Charles Fox, 
which caused the failure of it, and this brought ruin 
on the country.’ Thus a Treasury formed on anti- 
coalition principles wjrs itself a chain of coalitions.” * 
Equally in hrs farcical vein is the following comment 
on the ministerial amendments to Pitt’s East India 
Bill : — “ It ^was plain that twenty-one new clauses 
were added, which wore to be kirown by the letters, 
A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, K, L, M, N, 0, P, Q, R, S, 
T, V, W ; therefore it was to be hoped that some gen- 
tleman would add three more tiarrscs for X, Y, Z, to 
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muike* ^he alphabet complete ; Ti^fch' would then scrye 
as a hom-book for the present ministiy." * 

Another laboured passage in his dramatic vein occurs 
in Jiis speech condemning the plan of the Duke of 
Bichmond, Master-General 'of the Ordnance, for forti- 
fying the coasts : — “ The noble Duke deserved the 
warmest panegyrics for the striking proofs he had 
given of his genius as an engineer, which appeared 
even in the planning and construction of the paper 
in his hand. The professional ability of the Master- 
General shone as conspicuously th(sre as it could upon 
our coasts. He had made it an argument of posts, 
and conducted his reasoning upon principles of trigo- , 
nometry as well as logic. There were certain dctachetl 
data, like advanced works to keep the enemy at a 
distance from the main object in debate. Strong 
inovisions covered the flanks of his assertions. His 
very queries were in casemates. No impression, 
therefore, was to be made on this fortress of sophistry 
by desultoiy observations : and it was neeessary to sit 
down before it, and a*ssail it l)y regular {i2)proa('lie.s. 
It was fortunate, however,’ to observe, that notwith- 
standing all the skill disjdayed • by the noble and 
literary engineer, liLs niode*of defence on pai)er was 
open to the same objection whidli had been urged 
against his other fortifications ; that if his advensar}* 
got possession of one of his i>osts, it became strength 
against him, and the means of subduing the whole 
line of his argument.” t 

Some years later when a panic, fomented by the 

Ministry, had caused the wealthier and more foolish 

% 

* Speeches, vol. iu., p. 86. 
t TOl. i., p. 95. 



of tJi^ ‘m^&oit t6 fxeMl^O at tbia ^roi{)ect of 
tJie trotst ^eeasas of p^e FrtoieJl Bevolution: being 
rapeata^ ib oouiitiy, Shmdan ridtoulbd alike l^e 
notion and the Dtfke of ^chmond tritk ntuch akill : 
**A noble Duke had fpnuerly been of opidTon that 
the)re ^ifas iiothing to be seen but danger fur want of 
a ParUamentaiy reform ; but he had so elevated him- 
self of late upon fbrtificationfi of his own creating, 
and availed himself of his great power of discern- 
ment, that he was now able ’ to discover plots, 
conspiracies, and ‘treasons tmdcr the garb of. a 
Parliamentary reform, or under any reform. Tho 
tdarm had been brought forward in great pomp and 
form on Saturday morning. At night all the mail 
coaches were stopped ; the Duke of Kichmond 
stationed himself, among otii^ curiosities, at the 
Tower; a great municipal officer too haS[ made a 
discovejy exceedingly beneficial to the people of this 
country — ^he meant the Lord Mayor of London— who 
had discovered that, at the Kjng’s Arms in Comhill, 
was a debating society, where principles of the most 
dangerous tendency were propagated ; where people 
went to buy treason at sixpence a head ; and where 
it Was retailed to them by "the 'glimmering of an inch 
of candle ; and five minutes, to be measured by the 
glass, were to be allowed to each traitor to perform his 
part in ovefluming the State.” * 

Two years later, when opposing the suspension of 
the Habeas Corpus Act, he spoke in the same strain, and 
with the same antithetic effect. He said that ho Lad 
attended the trials for sedition, and heard Lord Chief- 
Justice Eyre remark of one case in his summing-up, 
* Speeches, vol. li., p. 165 
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that ** it was an ostentatious and boastful conspiracy, 
and that it was much in favour of the accused that 
they had neither men, money, nor zeal to effect the 
purposes with which they were cbm*ged. On the first 
trial one pike was produced, that was afterwards with- 
drawn ftom mere shame. A formidable instrument 
was talked of to be employed against the cavalry ; it 
appeared upon evidence to be a tee-totum in a window 
at Sheffield. There was a camp in a back shop, an 
arsenal provided with nine muskets, and an exchequer 
containing nine pounds and one bad shilling ; all to be 
directed against the whole armed force and established 
Government of Great Britain.” * 

In 1800 , speaking on the proposed negotiation with 
France, he expressed strong sense in his pointed style : 
“ It is str^ge. Sir, is it not, that not a man on the 
continent could be found who would take part in a 
cause of such a nature without being subsidized. Wo 
have’been obliged to bribe them to do their duty, to 
protect their property, and to defend their religion. 
We have been obliged to^be the recruiting-sergeants 
and paymasters- general to Europe. . . . When 

you talk of a successful war, you "must mean one that 
Has accomplished the objects for whieh it was undcr- 
takem Have you deterred other countries from 
aggrandizement and rapine ? Have you restored the 
Bourbons ? No ; but you have taken’ ^ricomalec. 
Have you re-established the noblesse of France ? No ; 
but you have taken Ceylon. Have you restored the 
orders of France ? No ; but you have taken the Cape.” 
Again, satiric^y defending Addington against charges 
of incompetency, he used the same style, with the ad- 
dition of a local colouring which would assuredly 
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gratify the House : — " What did these gentlemen expect 
from the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 1 We 
treated him when in the chair of this House with the 
respect he merited. He has, I believe, Sir, over our 
present worthy Speaker, the advantage in attitude ; 
but did they expect that when he was Minister he 
was to stand up and call Europe to order ? Was he 
to send Mr. Colman, the Seijeant-at-Arms, to the 
Baltic, and order the Northern Powers to the bar of 
the House ? Was he to see the powers of Germany, 
scrambling like members over the benches, and say, 
* Gentlemen must take their places ' ? Was he ex- 
pected to cast an eye to the Tuscan gallery, and 
exclaim that ‘ Strangers must withdraw ' ? Was he 
to stand across the Rhine, and say, ‘ The Germans to 
the right, and the French to the left ’ ? ” * 

Twice he exercised his ingenuity in weaving phrases 
to characterize Bonaparte ; firstly, in 1800, when he 
believed that the head of the French nation was not 
indisposed to peace ; secondly, when it was believed 
that be was aiming at universal empire ; and in both 
cases the method is identical On the first occasion, 
he thus defended* him against those who distrusted 
his professions “ But, Sirj we have seen religion 
obtain a tolerant exemption in her favour under the 
government of this atheist ; we have seen the faith 
of treaties observed under the government of this 
perfidious adventurer — the arts and sciences find pro- 
tection under the government of this plunderer ; the 
sufierings of humanity have been alleviated under this 
ferocious usurper ; the arms of Fiance have been led to 
victory by this tyro in the art and practice of war.” On 
• Speeches, vol. iii., pp 392, 403, 417. 
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^•the secoifd occasion, be could not tibink with patience 
of pett^ squabbles, "while Bonaparte is grasping 
. tlw nations 4 whUe he is surrounding France, not 
*^with that iron frontier for which the wish and childish 
ambitioti of Louis XIV. was so eager, but with king- 
doms of his own creation ; securing the gratitude of 
higher minds as the hostage, and the fears of others 
as pledges of his safety. His are no o^nary forti- 
fications His martello towers are thrones ; sceptres 
’ tipped with crowns are the palisadoes of his entrench- 
ments, and kings are his sentinels.” * 

Not unfrequently, he indulged in declamation and 
in the enunciation of general principles, and even then 
the special turn of his mind towards antithesis is clearly 
discernible amidst a multitude of words. An example 
is the following contrast drawn between the French and 
English nations : — ** I will not, therefore, admit the 
inference or the argument, that because a people, 
bred under a proud, insolent, and grinding despotism, 
maddened by the recollection of former injuries, and 
made savage by the observation of former cruelties ; 
a people, in whose minds no respect for property or 
law ever could have existed, bccafise property never 
had been secured to them, and law h{id never pro- 
tected them ; a people separated and divided into 
classes by the strongest and harshest lines of distinction, 
generating envy and smothered mabce in the lower 
ranks, and pride and insolence in the higher ; that the 
actions of such a people at any time, much less in the 
hour of firenzy and of fury, provoked and goaded by 
the arms and menaces of the surrounding despots that 
assailed them*, should furnish an inference or ground 

* Speeches, toI. iii., p. 63$. 
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on which to estimate the temper, character, or feel-, 
ings of the people of Great Britain ; of a people who, * 
though sensible of many abuses which disfi^rc the 
constitution, were yet not insensible to its many and' 
invaluable blessings; a people who reverenced the 
laws of their coimtry, because those laws shielded and 
protected all alike; a people among whom all that 
was advantageous in private acquisition, all that was 
honourable in public ambition, was equally open to 
the efforts, the industry, and the abilities of all; 
among whom progress and rise in society and public 
estimation was an ascending slope, as it were, with- 
out a break or landing-place, among whom no sullen 
line of defharcation separated and cut off the several 
orders iix>m each other, but all was one blended tint, 
from the deepest shade that veiled the meanest occu- 
pations of laborious industry to the brightest hue that 
glittered in the luxurious pageantry of title, wealth, 
and power. I should not, therefore, look to the 
example of Prance ; for, between the feelings, the 
tempers, and social ^disposition towards each other, 
much less towards the’ Governments w'hich they 
obeyed, of nations so differently constituted and of 
such different habits, I assert that no comparison 
could be made which reason and philosophy ought 
not to spurn at with contempt and indignation.” * 

In the same strain, but with less redvmdancy of 
epithet^ the following skilful apology for the excesses 
of the French Revolution is composed : — “ But it is 
said, that all the subsequent horrors and bloodshed 
proceeded from the influence of a club. Yes, they 
proceeded from the influence of a club, but it was 
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the Club of Pilmtz. That associate^ combination of 
despots were the first promoters of all* those dreadful 
scenes which have since been acted on the stage of 
France. There is nothing so cowardly or so cruel as 
.panic. When the French found that powerful com- 
bination formed to crush their rising revolution, panic 
and terror took the place of reason and moderation. 
To the mild maxima and equitable principles of the 
early supporters of the revolution, succeeded a system 
of tyranny and oppression. Nothing is so mild and 
gentle as courage. On the contrary, panic rules by 
panic ; terror governs by terror ; hence we may ac- 
count for the atrocities of the successive tyrants of 
France, who, knowing that their throne was founded 
in fear, were sensiklo that it could only be cemented 
by blood.”* 

The particular effects in which Sheridan chiefly 
delighted, cannot have been absent from his famous 
address to the House of Conunons advocating the im- 
peaclunent of Warren Hastings. Unfortunately, the 
report of that memorable oration is very meagre. Yet, 
scanty as are the portions which*liave been preserved, 
enough remains to show the style •which the speaker 
employed ; the following, passage warrants the conclu- 
sion that this extraordinary oratorical c^ort had all the 
distinguishing characteristics of his other speeches : — 
“He remembered to have heard an honourable and 
learned gentleman (Mr. Dundas) remark, that there 
was something in the first iiame and constitution of the 
Company, which e;(tended the sordid principles of their 
origin over all their successive operations ; connecting 
with their civil policy, and even with their boldest 
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acMeyementfl, the meann^ of a pedlar and the 
profligacy of pirates. Alike in the political and in the 
nulitaiy line could be observed ‘Auctioneering ambas- 
sadors and trading generals ; and thus ve saw a revolu- 
tion brought about by affidavits ; an army employed in 
executing an arrest ; a town besieged on a note of; 
hand; a prince dethroned for the balance dl an 
account Thus it was they exhibited a government 
which united the mock majesty of a bloody accpire 
and the little traffic of a merchant’s counting-house, 
wielding a truncheon with one hand, and picking a 
pocket with the other.” * 

* Speeches, toI, i., |t. 995, 
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SPEECH IN WESTMINSTER HALL AGAINST HASTINGS. 

None of Sheridan’s oratorical performances dazzled 
and gratified his contemporaries so much as the speech 
in Westminster Hall, of three days’ duration, wherein 
he summed up the evidence on <the second charge of 
impeachment against Warren Hastings. This was the 
greatest occasion he ever had for justifying before 
the public the reputation he had earned within the 
walls of St. Stephen’s. The curiosity to hear him was 
great, and the expectations of his aydience were raised 
to the highest pitch ; yet he amply satisfied the 
curiosity, and fully giatMed the expectations. Had 
he done nothing else, that one effort would have im- 
mortalized his name : added to hisrf)ther performances, 
it caused him to be regarded as a genius among our 
orators. 

This speech is included in the collection given to 
the world immediately aft^r his death by a “Con- 
stitutional Friend,” who remarks in the preface 
“ No efforts have been spared to collect and arrange 
accurate accounts of every speech delivered by the 
late Mr. Sheridan ; and those efforts proving success- 
fill, it may boldly be asserted, that pages more abound- 
ing with brilliant wit, depth, solidity, and sound argu- 
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ment, have never been presented to the pnblia Many 
of these speeches have been candidly admitted, by all 
parties, to exhibit every oratorical effect the human 
mind is capable of suggesting.” From this collection, 
the extracts I have quoted, illustrative of his oratory, 
are taken. How far the reports are accurate cannot 
now be determined. Sheridan himself said, referring 
to a speech by Mr. Dundas, " that it was too correct 
for a newspaper report, though these reports were 
frequently very accurate.” • Sometimes the reporter 
candidly admits Ijio inability ** to follow him in detail 
from memory.” On a matter so importmit as his 
defence of Fox’s East India Bill, the following is the 
account guren for the information of those who were 
not present in the House : — “ The serious part of his 
argument over, Mr. Sheridan came to the more pleasant 
part, and took up the several quotations from Shake- 
speare, Milton, and .the Book of Revelations of Mr. 
Wilberforce, Mr. Arden, and Mr. Scott, foiling them 
each with their own weapons, and citing, with the 
most happy ease and correctness, passages from almost 
the same pages that controverted their quotations, and 
told strongly for, the bill. He quoted three more 
verses from the Revelations, by which he metamor- 
phosed the beast 'With seven heads, with crowns on 
'them, into seven angels, dothed in pure and white 
linen. One side of the^House was extremely enter- 
tained with the turns Mr. Sheridan gave to what he 
quoted.” t From such a report as the foregoing 
nothing can be gathered as to the real character of 
the speech. In the renowned impeachment speech 

* Speechea, voL ii., p. 15. 
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these highly'Wrouglit passages abound ; yet, when the 
speedi itself is read in the collection made by a 
" Constitutional Friend/’ it is difficult to imagine how 
it could ever have impressed those who heard it, or 
been regarded as anythiug better than a long drawn- 
out piece of pretentious bombast. Such an opinion 
would be an unjust one, if based upon the best-known 
and commonly accepted report, which is alike incorrect 
and misleading, and gives a singularly distorted notion 
of the speech as a whole, as well as an utterly false 
view of particular passages. It is. probable that the 
newspaper reporters of those days laboured under even 
greater disadvantages in Westminster Hall than when 
pursuing their avocations in either Houssb of Parlia- 
ment. Their account of Parliamentary debates may 
be substantially accurate, notwithstanding that their 
account of the proceedings at the trial of Hastings is 
wholly misleading. Unhappily for Sheridan’s repu- 
tation as an orator, an imperfect version of his speech 
delivered in Westminster Hall is most frequently read, 
cited; arfd criticized.. Ihe more important, then, is it 
that what he said should be perused in an absolutely 
trustworthy form. 

The late Sir G-eorge ComewaU Lewis, having learnt 
that verbatim short-hand reports ©f the speeches of 
the managers and counsel at the trial of Warren 
Hastings, made by Mr. Gurney’s staff of reporters for 
the Government of the day, were in existence, 
arrangements for their publication. Moore says, in his 
lafe of Sheridan, that he had in his possession an 
authentic manuscript copy of the short-hand report 
taken of Sheridan’s speech, and he quotes some extracts 
frx>m it. But, till this official version appeared in 
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prin^ it ivas impossible to compare wbat the several 
speakers said with what they are credited with saying. 
Moore did not even take the trouble to contrast the 
passages he quoted with the current version and with 
the correct one. 

The current version does not profess to be v^batim. 
Much of it is in the third person ; but many passages 
are in the first person, and are printed within inverted 
commas, apparently to show that they are literally 
accurate, the more telling words and phrases being 
italicized. The first of these occurs in the exor- 
dium : — “ The unfortunate gentleman at the bar is 
no mighty object in my mind. Amidst the series of 
miacbiefa, to^y sense, seeming to surround him, what 
is he but a petty nucleus, involved in its lamina, 
scarcely seen or thought of ? ” * 

The correct version is much simpler and perfectly 
intelligible: “So far firom it, that the unfortunate 
“ gentleman at your bar is scarcely in my contempla- 
“ tion when my mind is engaged in this business ; that 
“ it then holds but two ideas — a sineere abhorrencie of 
“ the crimes and a sanguine hope of the remedy.” f 
The next passage may have been deemed an im- 
provement on the original.; certainly it is different : — 
“ It is not the p'eering suspicion of apprehending guilt ; 
it is not any popular abhorrence of its widespread 
consequences ; it is not the secret consciousness in the 
bosom of the judge, which can excite the vengeance 
of the law and authorise its infliction ! No. In this 
good land, as high as it is happy, because as just as it 
is free, all is definite, equitable, and exact. The laws 

* Spe^hes, vol. ii., p. 56. 
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must be satidSed before infliction ensues. And ere a 
bair of the bead can be plucked, legal guilt must be 
establisdied by legal fboof.”* 

* There is as much rhetoric in the true version, and 
more sense : — “ No, my lords ; we know well that it 
“ is the glory of this constitution that not the general 
“fame or character of any man — not the weight or 
“ power of any prosecutors, no plea of moral or political 
“ expediency — ^not even the secret consciousness of 
“ guilt which may live in the bosom of the judge — can 
“ justify any British court in passing any sentence, to 
“ touch a hair of the head or an atom in any respect 
“ of the property, of the fame, of the liberty, of the 
** poorest or meanest subject that breathes the air of 
“ this just and free land We know, my lords, that 
“ there can be no legal guilt without legal proof ; 
“ that the rule which defines the evidence is as much 
“ the law of the land as that which creates the crime. 
“ It is upon that ground we mean to^and.” 

Nonsense and absurdity predominate in the following 
passage : “ But though he stated the dif&culties which 
the managers had to encounter, he did not mean to say 
that the proofs, which they had adduced, were in any 
degree defective. ‘Weak, no doubt, in some parts, 
and incompetent, and yet more deplorable, as undis- 
tinguished by any compunctious visitings of repenting 
accomplices, but yet enough, and enough in sure 
validity, to abash the front of guilt no longer hid, and 
flash conviction on conscientious judges.’ ” J 

Sheridan’s actual statement differed in meaning as 
well as phraseology : “ Having said this, I think it 

* Speeclies, vol. ii., pp. 69, 60. 

t Snorthand Beport, toI. p. 486. 

t £$poecheb, volt fi^ p. 60. 
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** extremely possible that your lordships may imaginA 
^*that I am begging indulgence and allowance for 
weak and incompetent evidence. No, my lords ; I 
" will be bold to say that there is now before you, 
** U{M}n thid charge, a mass of full, complete, competent 
“ evidence — strong as ever abashed the confidence of 
courageous guilt, or brought conviction home to the 
“ hearts of conscientious judges.” * 

Next we have a dramatic passage in the style to which 
Sheridan was partial : “ He (Warren Hastings) had also 
put his defences into commission, to be exercised by 
the same gentlemen. ' These, like raw materials, the 
master workman distributes about him to all hands in 
waiting. His words are to be strung — arguments spun 
— passages are to be woven. He puts his conscience 
into depai'tmcnts ; — Lfajor Scott, says he, take care of 
my consistency ; Mr. Middleton, you have my memory 
in commission! Prove me a financier, Mr. Shore — 
Answer for me, Mr. Holt (all journeymen, good enough 
for the House of Commons, though not for your lord- 
ships) : help, one and all, to bear me up under the 
bare pressure of my laurels, the burden of my glory ! 
Refreshen, and save* me firom the calentures of my 
state, from the peril of my own’ panegyric.’ ” f 

The real version is not only as dramatic as the 
false one, but is very effective. It is a good specimen 
of the passages which must have made a strong im- 
pression on the audience. Moreover, it proves how 
Sheridan continued in Westminster Hall to employ the 
manner which he had carefully cultivated in the House 
of Commons: "He (Warren Hastings) knowing, no 

* Shoithand Bepoil!^ yol. L, p. 487. 
t SjieodieR, yol ii., 
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** doubt, the si/ccusation of the Commons had been 
** drawn up by a Committee, thought it necessary, in 
** point of punctilio, to answer it by a Committee. One 
** furnishes the raw material of fact ; the second ^ins 
the argument ; the third twines up the conclusion. 
** While Mr. Hastings, with a master’s eye, is cheering 
“ and looking over this loom, he says to one, ‘ You 
“ ‘ have got my good faith in your hand — you my 
“ ‘ veracity to manage. Mr. Shore, I hope you will 
“ ‘ make me a good financier. Mr. Middleton, you 
“ ‘ have my humanity in commi^on.’ When it is 
“ done, he brings it to the House of Commons, and 
“ says, — * I w'as equal to the task. I knew the diffi- 
‘ culties, but I scorned them. Here is the truth ; 
** * and, if the truth will convict me, I am content 
“ * myself to be the channel of it.’ His friends hold 
** up their hands and say, — ‘ What noble magnanimity ! 
This must be the effect of conscious innocence.’ It 
is so received ; it is so argued : it fails of its effect. 
“ Then says Mr. Ha^tmgs, ‘ That my defence ! No, 
‘ mere journeyman’s work : good enough for the Com- 
“ * mons, but not fit for your lordships’ consideration.’ 
“ He then calls upon his counsel to save him : ‘ I fear 
“ * none of my accusers’ evidence. •! know some of 
‘ them well I know the weakness of their memory, 
** *4tnd the strength of their attachment. 1 fear no 
** * testimony but my own. Save me fiom the peril 
** * of my own panegyric : rescue me fi:om that, and I 
“ ‘ shall be safe.’ ”* 

It is unnecessary to multiply instances showing 
that the reporter, when professedly most exact, wholly 
missed the point, yet the following passage will show 

* Shorthand Bapoit, vol. i., p. 490. 
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not oiJiy that he blundered, but how skilfully Sheridan 
made his hits : — “ Not a word was then mentioned of 
the strange rebellion, which was afterwards conjured 
up, and of which the existence ' bxiA. the notoriety were 
equally a secret — a disaffection which was at its height 
at the very time when the Begums were dispensing 
their liberality to the Nabob, and exercising the greatest 
generosity to the English officers in distress ! — a dis- 
turbance, in short, without its parallel in history, which 
was raised by two women— carried on by two eunuchs 
— and finally suppressed by an affidavit”* 

“ The existence of this [rebellion] was not the secret, 
“ but the notoriety of it was the secret. The Nawab 
“ never once heard of it. It was a rebellion which had 
“ for its object the destruction of no human creature 
“ but those who planned it It was a rebellion which, 
“ according to Mr. Middleton’s expression, no ■ man, 
“ either horse or foot, ever marched to quelL The 
“ Chief Justice was the only man who took the field 
“ against it. The force around, against whom it was 
“ raised, instantly withdrew to give it elbow room ; 
“ and then it was a rebellion which perversely showed 
“ itself in acts of fiospitality to the Nawab whom it 
“ was to dethrone, and to the 'English whom it was to 
“ extirpate. It was a rebellion plotted by two feeble 
“old women, headed by two eunuchs and suppressed 
“ by an affidavit” f 

One of the short passages often quoted or referred to 


*. Speeches, vol ii., p. 67. ' 

t . Bepoit, toI. i., p. 507. A third yersion of this passage 

is giyexi in a letter from Mr. Storer to Mr. Edeu : Sheridan’ts aooount 
of the rebellion was yery Mod ; he sa’d it was raised by two old ftfomen^ 
headed by tu'o eanuchn^ and qu^ud by an afiidayit.’’ — Lord Auckland’s 
Journal and Corredpondcuco, yol. ii., p. 211. 




ilnii ^diieh W tcttored. -*H«r had swam i^ae-^-4ih^ 
'^'9gp$s^7>«Bd.2iiad9 nothmg of |tt then cOfiaSw*&e 

'and sweara a third t^e | and in 'comjpany^", 
doeaJbetteE. Single-handed he can do notldsig, tiiw 
aticeeed 8 *b 7 p 2 (Xtoon aweoring and voltes of 
'•K* ‘Something in the style of the foregoing passage 
occurs in the first scene of The Scheming LwateimAt^ 
but the fdlowing were the words actually spoken in 
Westminster Hall : — “ I imagine your lordships will 
"now again think we have done with Doond ^ng. 
*‘Np such thing. Here he is again, the^ third time, 

" swearing before Elijah Impey. But he is not to be 
“ trusted by himself ; he is a bad one single-handed, 

“ and, as it was a military duty, he is coupled with 
“ somebody else ; he is joined with Mir Ahmud Ali, 

" subadar, and at last he hits the mark.” f 

Where the blundering is so gross, it is difficult to 
marshal the several passages in their due order of 
absurdity, and almost impossible to select the one 
which merits the crown for incoherence. Yet the 
following reference to the rebellion with which 
the Begums were charged, of which mention has 
already been made, cannot easily be surpassed in its 
own peculiar line. Sheridan is made to say he could 
find no trace of this rebellion : “ The best antiquarian 
in our Society would be, after all, never the wiser 1 
Let bim look where he would, where can he find any 
vestige of battle, or a sJigle blow ? In this rebellion 
there is no soldier, neither horse nor foot — not a man 


* Speeches, toL u., p. 384. 
t Snorthaiid Eeport, yol. i,, p. 558 
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'•A kafl^a fi tting — ^ao office <Hder e^xvives, not an 
jzpreas is to be seen. His Gxeat Rebellion, as noto* 
lious aa ot^ Forty-five^ passed nway — ^tumatuial, bat 
lot raging'" — heginning in nothing, and ending, no 
ioubt, just as it began ! If rebellion, my Lords, can 
^UB engender unseen, it is time for us to look about. 
liVliat hitherto has been dramatic may becomS histo- 
ncal } Knightsbridge may at this moment be invested ; 
md all that is left us nothing but the forlorn hope of 
king dealt with, according to the statute, by the 
'Vund of the Riot A*ct, and the sight, if it can be, of 
ploliher Elijah.” * 

“ With regard to the first charge, which is a charge 

* of direct, actual, rebellion, I do protest that, in order 
^ to satisfy my own mind as much as 1 could, 1 have 
^been hunting,- with all the industry at least, though 
inot with the acuteness, of any antiquarian that ever 
^elongedto the Antiquaries’ Society, to find at what 
>6riod this rebellion actually existed, and I have not 
\ \und eny one thing to guide jne to the period of 
inexistence. Th^e never was a rebellion so con- 
^ ^d. We asked Mr. Middleton whether any battle 
k.ai fought anywhere ? None, he owns, that ever he 
(heard of. ‘ Did an^ one mair, horse or foot, march 

to suppress this rebellion 1’ ‘ None.’ ‘ Did you ever 
‘ hear any orders given for any troops to march to 
‘ suppress it ? ’ ‘ None.’ The rebellion seems clearly 

‘ to have died a natural death, though raised certainly 
‘ for a most unnatural object. But if this rel)e^.ion 

* really did exist, it is impossible to treat the idea 

* seriously ; and it must have been a merry scene 


Speeches, toL ii, pp. 80 , 81 . 
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** when Mr. Hastings first conceived the strange im- 
** probable fiction, when he first* entertained the idea 
of persuading the Directors that they had entered 
** into such a plot. It is impossible to know when 
“ and where there-may not be a rebellion. While we 
“ are sitting here there may be a rebellion at Knights- 
“ bridge of the most fatal tendency that ever was ; for 
“ the celebrated account of that army which has given 
“ celebrity to that village was an ostentatious display 
of pomp and military parade compared to that with 
“ which this was conducted.”* 

The perusal of the current version has not only 
left an unfavourable impression of the speech as 
a whole, but has excited surprise how “any audience 
could listen with patience to the apostrophes in it. 
Certainly, it is not in his elevated passages that Sheri- 
dan excels, yet he is less guilty than has been sup- 
posed of talking in the style of a schoolboy charmed 
with bad metaphors and entirely wanting in judg- 
ment. His * declamation about filial piety is not 
to be condemned on the evidence of the gentleman 
who misreported this speech, "fhe genuine passage 
is not fi:ee from alloy ; the spurious one is wholly 
composed of base metal. This is what has been attri- 
buted to him, and for which h6 has been ridiculcif: 
— “ Filial piety 1 It is the primal bond of society — it is 
that instinctive principle which, panting for its proper 
good, soothes, unbidden, each sense and sensibility of 
man ! It now quivers on every .lip ! it now beams 
from every eye ! It is an emanation of that gratitude 
which, softening under the sense of recollected good, 
is eager to own the vast countless debt it ne’er, alas I 

Shorthand Beport, yol. i., p. 579. 
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can pay for so many long years of unceasing solici- 
tudes, honourable ’self-denials, life-j)reserving cares! 
It is that part of our practice where duty drops its 
awe ! where reverence refines into love 1 It asks no 
aid of memoiy 1 it needs not the deductions of reason 1 
Pre-existing, paramount over all, whether law or 
human rule, few arguments can increase aSid none 
can diminish it ! It is the sacrament of our nature ! — 
not only the duty, but the indulgence of man — ^it is 
his first great privilege — ^it is amongst his last most 
endearing delights ! — ^it causes the bosom to glow 
with reverberated love I — it requites the visitations 
of nature, and returns the blessings that have been 
received ! — A fires emotion into vital principle — it 
renders habituated instinct into a master-passion — 
sways all th* sweetest energies of man — hangs over 
each vicissitude of all that must pass away — aids the 
melancholy virtues in their last sad tasks of life, to 
cheer the languors of decrepitude and age — explores the 
thought — elucidates the aching eye, and breathes sweet 
consolation even in the awful moment of dissolution!”* 
What he did say might fairly be criticized : — 
“ Filial love — the nibrality, the instinct, the sacrament 
of nature — a .duty ; or, rather let me say, it is mis- 
“ called a duty, for* it flo'\^s from the heart without 
“ eflbrt — its delight — its indulgence — ^its enjo3ancnt I 
“ It is guided not by the slow dictates of reason ; it 
“ awaits not encouragement from reflection or from 
“ thought ; it aslis no aid of memory ; it is an innate 
“ but active consciousness of having been the object 
“ of a thousand tender solicitudes, a thousand waking, 
“ watchful cares, of meek anxiety and patient sacri- 
* ^)eeoheB,' vol. ii., p. 117. # 
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“ fiices, unremarked and unrequited by the object. 
“It is a gratiti^e founded upon a conviction of 
** obligations not remembered, but the more binding 
“ because not remembered, because conferred before 
“ the tender reason ’could acknowledge or the infant 
memory record them — a gratitude and affection 
“ which ho circumstances should subdue, and which 
“few can strengthen — a gratitude [in] which even 
“ injury from the object, though it may blend regret, 

“ should never breed resentment — and affection which 
“ can be increased only by the decay of those to whom 
“ we owe it — ^then most fervent when the tremulous 
‘ voice of age, resistless in its feebleness, inquires for 
“ the natural protectors of its cold decline.” * 

Not the least surprising thing in the cun’ent 
version is the way in which passageK have been 
expanded to suit the reporter’s notion of fine writ- 
ing and forcible statement. The following, though 
long regarded as Sheridan’s nonsense, is nearly alto- 
gether the gratuitous., nonsense of the reporter 
“ Oh Faith ! oh Justice ! ” exclaimed Mr. Sheridan, “ I 
conjure you by your sacred names to depart for a 
moment from this place, though it be your peculiar 
residence ; nor hear yOur names profaned by such a ^ 
sacrilegious combination as'that which I am now com- 
pelled to repeat ! — where all the fair forms of nature 
and art, truth and peace, policy and honour, sTiranV 
back aghast from tlie deleterious shade! — where all 
existences, nefarious and vile, had? sway ! — where, 
amidst the black agents on one side, and Middleton 
and Impey on the other, the toughest head, the most 
unfeeling heart, the great figure of the piece, charac- 
* 'thorihand Bqiort, vol. i., p. 690. 
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tcristic in his place, 8tx»od al^of and independent from 
the puny profligacy in his train ! — but far from idle 
and inactive — turning a malignant eye on all mischief 
that awaited him ! — ^the multiplied apparatus of tem- 
porising expedients and intimidating instruments ! 
now cringing on his prey, and fawning on his ven- 
geance ! now quickening the limpid pace of craft, and 
forcing every stand that retiring nature can make in 
the heart! violating the attachments and the deco- 
nims of hfe ! sacrificing every emotion of tenderness 
and honour ! and ’flagitiously levelling all the distinc- 
tions of national characteristics ! with a long cata- 
logue of crimes and aggravations, beyond the reach of 
tliought, fof human malignity’ to perpetrate, or human 
vengeance to punish.” * 

The few words in the actual speech, upon which the 
foregoing superstructure of bombast was reared, are 
these : — “Oh! Justice, Faith! Policy ! fly from this spot 
“ — though your temple and sanctuary — ^for a moment, 
“ and do not hear that human arrogancy has charged 
“ you with such crimes ; for it is not in the power of 
“ human vengeance to punish for such crimes.” f 

To add to these Instances of discrepancy between the 
two versions of this speech would be superfluous. Enough 
has been quoted to' show how Sheridan actually spoke, 
and to demonstrate the untrustworthy character of the 
current version. With the following short and striking 
specimen of something worse than blundering, this ex- 
jRnination may end. Beferring to Captain Gordon, 
Sheridan is made to say, that it was difficult to imagine 
any man , could tell a benefactor: — “The breath that I 

* SpeedhoB, vol. ii., pp. 121, 122. 

t Shorthamd Beport, vol. i., p. 902. 
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now draw, next to H^v^; I owe to you ; my existence 
is an emanation from your bounty ; I am indebted to 
you beyond all possibility of return ; and therefore my 
graiitude shall be your destruction” * 

He realiy remarked : — “ If be was so deluded, be 
“ may explain that delusion to your lordships ; but till 
' that time I will not believe that Captain Gordon, who 
“ Said to the Begums, ‘ The welfare of your servant is 
“ ‘ entirely owing to your favour and benevolence,’ 
meant to say, * And the gratitude of your servant 
“ ‘ shall be your destruction.’ ’’"f 

The long and elaborate peroration which, in the 
current version, resembles the outpouring of an insane 
rhetorician, does not lack either sense or effect in the 
accurate report. The passage, though ridiculous in its 
spurious form, has often been praised. That it was 
attributed to Sheridan sufficed to make uncritical and 
credulous readers think it fraught with subbmity and 
beauty. Many an unhappy schoolboy has been told 
to admire and study the nonsense Sheridan never 
uttered, in order that he might learn the secret of 
Sheridan’s power as an oratbr. 

The accmratc version of this speech, while differing 
in all essential points from the better-known one, is 
by no means a faultless composition. In it may be 
read the very words which drew forth from Burke the 
admiring comment : — “ There, that is the true style ; 
something between poetry and prose, and better than 
either and the eriticism from Fox : — “Such a mixture 
was for the advantage of neither, as producing poetic 
prose, or, still worse, prosaic poetry.” There is an 

* ^eeches, yol. ii., p. 391. 
t Shorthand Beport» vol. i., p. 592. 
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artificiality about the more ambitious passages which 
makes them unpleasant reading, yet 'which may not 
have marred their effect on ddivery. They are. in 
Sheridan’s peculiar style; the style. which predomi- 
nates alike in his comedies and his other < speech^ ; 
the greatest artifice being displayed in the coUocatiou 
of words, but the perfect art, which effaces the marks 
of the file, being often absent. With almost unrivalled 
skill, he could turn an epigram and barb a phrase with 
satire. This was his distinguishing gift, as that of 
Eochefoucauld was* to write maxims. Had Boche- 
foucauld tried to rival Bossuet as a writer of funeral 
orations he would have failed as completely as Sheri- 
dan did whefi ho strove to outdo Burke in figurative 
rhetoric, lavish imagery, and impassioned declamation. 

Common sense and close reasoning, not vapid rhetoric 
and bad taste, predominate in this famous oration. 
In the current version there are but few quotations ; 
whereas the correct report contains a series of apt and 
telling extracts from the evidence, an'anged in the 
most skilful manner, connected and illustrated by 
appropriate remarks and comments. The purely 
rhetorical passages Sre interspersed, in order to vary 
the monotony of dry faets, and to render the whole at 
once more attraetive’and conclusive. Yet many of these 
passages could be omitted without injury to the rest, 
while they cannot be I'ead with admiration apart from 
the context. Unless the entire speech be perused 
exactly as it was delivered, it is impossible to under- 
stand the extraordinary effect produced by the orator 
and excuse the extravagant eulogiums uttered by his 
admirers. No reader can deny that the speech itself was 
really worthy of the occasion and Sheridan’s reputation ; 
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that it may . appropriately be* ranked witii the very 
highest efforts of the greatest among English orators. 

Exactly to define, and clearly>to understand, the 
position and merits of any orator, after having perused 
his speeches, is an almost hopeless task. The speeches 
m^ be masterpieces of composition ; they may read 
well ; indeed, in opposition to Fox, I maintain that 
a good speech must read well. Nevertheless, the 
speeches which, on perusal, appear to be of unrivalled 
excellence, may have fallen flat when delivered, 
failed in convincmg, jind excited • more yawns than 
applause. Erskine could not listen with patience 
to the great speech of Burke on Conciliation with 
America, and, in common with many others, he left 
the House. The same speech, in its printed form, he 
read and re-read with unabated delight. Burke 
wanted one of the orator’s most important qualifica- 
tions. To speak well does not alone consist in utter- 
ing fine phrasea The personality of a really great 
speaker is so much greater an element than the mere 
literary cast of his utterances, that when the speech 
is printed half its spirit has departed. The dry bones 
are there, and constitute a useftil study. Sayings, 
commonplace in themselves and unlikely to fix any 
reader^s attention, may electrify ah audience. There 
is no magic in these few words, “America, they 
iell me, has resisted — I rejoice to hear it ; ” yet 
when spoken by the elder Pitt in the House of 
Commons they produced a ferment ; Grattan, who was 
present when they were uttered, pronounced them 
finer than anything in Demosthenes. A Budget speech 
by Mr. Gladstone or any one of Mr. Bright’s or Mr. 
Disraeli’s speeches is excellent reading ; but it is the 



HJS talents' AS AN ORATOR. 


233 


effect they produced on delivery which has given to 
their authors oratorical renown. 

With the subtle knowledge of an audience which 
is the orator’s distinctive gift, Sheridan knew when 
to pause and when to proceed ; how to dominate 
his hearers by appearing to yield to .their caprice. 
He had an exquisite voice, a fascinating eye, perfect 
self-possession, imperturbable good humour, happy 
audacity in speaking bold 'and unwelcome truths, 
tempered by the breeding and knowledge of the 
man of the world.* He was accounted so exceUent 
as .an orator because he was such a clever actor, play- 
ing to perfection a part of which he alone had the 
secret To lie applauded for his wit was his ambi- 
tion ; it was gra titled to the fuU. Often he convulsed 
his hearers by an unpremeditated sally ; more fre- 
(juently he extorted their admiration by a pointed 
saying which he had laboriously prepared. Though 
he rehearsed his witticisms, yet he rehearsed them 
so carefully, and chose his opportunity for launching 
them so skilfully, that they had all the air of flowing 
spontaneously from his tongue, the inspired offspring 
of the moment. His'bearers greeted them with raptur- 
ous applause. On his part, he spared no pains to uphold 
his reputation as a sayer of clever things, as the 
minter of phrases which became the current coin of 
conversation and debate. His disinclination to put a 
single dull and whoUy natural character into one of 
his plays was not greater than to address a simple and 
wholly business-like speech to the House of Commons. 
Brilliancy of this kind is more suited, however, for the 
conventional world of the stage than for the arena of 
practical legislation. 



CHABACTER AND REPUTATION. 


It is the general opinion that Sheridan’s was a wasted 
life. He entered, the world with everything against 
him ; he overcame obstacles which would ^ave daunted 
and thwarted other men ; he did so much and rose so 
high that the fact of his not doing more or rising 
stiD higher has been considered discreditable to him. 
The failings of his latter days arc regarded as slurs 
upon his memory. To disparage the successful who 
are not wholly blameless is a task most congenial to 
the duller section of mankind, and when such a career 
as Sheridan’s can be made the text for insipid moraliz- 
ing, the opportunity is readily embraced. 

That Sheridan was irregular in his habits and over- 
lavish in his expenditure cannot* be denied, and can 
only be lamented. Those who suffered by either have 
the best right to complain ; complaint resembles im- 
l)ertinence in those who have sustained no injury. His 
memory has been injured by injudicious apology. The 
Hon. Mrs. Norton, who, as his granddaughter, had a here- 
ditary title to be proud of him, has advanced a plea in 
his defence which ought never to have been seriously 
mooted. Slie says that “ Sheridan was drunk as his 
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companions were drunk, and with his drunken com- 
panions — with a drunken Prince Royal and the 
^nken Ministers of the Crown — but there can be 
little doubt that the more finely organised the brain, 
the more fatal the consequences of such swinish 
excitement.” * A much better apology than this, if 
apology be necessary, is implied in B 3 rron’s line — 

“ That what to them seem’d Vic^ might be but Woe.” 

The circumstance that he was latterly prone to over- 
indulgence in wine is one which may properly serve 
to point the moral of a temperance lecture, but which 
does not affect his reputation as a dramatist and an 
orator. In the^ase of Sheridan, as in that of Addison, 
near whose remains his own were laid, posterity i.s 
more benefited by the product of the frequent midnight 
labour than injured by the mistake of the occasional 
midnight debauch. 

VVhat distinguishes Sheridan and his works, and 
partially explains the character and peculiarities of 
both, is the Celtic cast of his mind and of his tem- 
])crament. Though he left Ireland before he was twelve, 
and never revisited it, •yet he was none the less imbued 
with the characteristics of liis rac». He had a love for 
his native land amouirting to a passion. The interests 
of Ireland, he made one of his chief considerations in 
Parliament. Speaking in 1799, he said, “ My country 
has claims upon me which I am not more proud 
to acknowledge than ready to liquidate to the full 
measure of my ability.” On almost the last occasion 
he addressed the House of Commons he said, “ Be just 
to Ireland as you value your own honour ; be just to 

* Macmillav^ B Mwjazim^ vol. iii,, 170. 
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Ireland as you value your own peace.” In many of 
the incidents of his life are exhibited the impulsive- 
ness of the warm-hearted and uncalculating Irishman 
rather than the cool circumspection and prevision 
of the more practical and reflecting Englishman. 
This inherited tendency, manifested from the episode 
of his marriage down to his final and unavailing 
struggle with financial embarrassment, imparted a tinc- 
ture of romance to his career, rendering it a chequered 
scene of unprecedented success and dismal misfortune. 
He even took delight in exaggerating his natural bent, 
and indulged in conduct more suited to a boisterous 
schoolboy than a man who had reached years of dis- 
cretion. The practical jokes from wliich Tickel and 
other friends were constant sufferers, and of which 
Ma!dame de Gcnlis was once the victim, were due to a 
buoyancy of temperament which could not easily be 
repressed. He hoaxed Dr. Parr into supposing him to 
have mastered the Greek language. He made Charles 
Butler record in aU seriousness that “ his supreme am- 
bition was to be thought the best possible manager of a 
theatre,” and that his regi'et was not to have “ devoted 
himself to the Muses. He used to say that he was 
designed for poetry. * . . . What am I the better 

for the admiration of the Senate, for Mr. Fox, for 
Devonshire House? I have thrown myself away.”* 
In his plays and speeches, “ his deathless wit, which 
knew not what it was to intermit,” his ambitious 
flights of oriental luxuriance where the sense is 
shrouded in metaphor, he was a type of that Celtic 
intellect which is so rich and unrestrained as to be 
always in extremes, whether distilling epigrams or 

* Beminiscences of diaries Butler, vol. ii., p. 76. 



PREPARED RHETORICAL PASSAGES. 


237 


multiplying imagery ; which perceives almost intui- 
tively the weak point in anothCT, turning the slightest 
slip into- provoking ridicule, yet is coupled with a 
strange incapacity for self-knowledge and self-control, 
and is frequently betrayed by impetuosity or headless- 
ness into committing the very errors it is quick in 
detecting and most ^ilful in exposing. Some of the 
greatest extravagances in Mr. PuflF's tragedy are not 
more ludicrous than certain passages which Sheridan 
added as ornaments to Pizarro. 

Moore proves, by the iirefragable cvideitce of 
documents, that man}’' of Sheridan’s most striking 
passages of apparently spontaneous oratory, were care- 
fully premeditsfted. His contemporaries were conscious 
of thia Sir Samuel Romilly informed a dinner party 
at Bentham’s, that “ nothing could be more marked 
than the diflFerences between the parts of his speeches 
previously written out, and the extemporaneous parts. 
The audience could discover in a moment when he fell 
into the latter.” * Notwithstanding this artificiality of 
diction, the passages themselves were keenly relished and 
loudly applauded. One of them which, whether pre- 
pared or not, was mosiftelling, is preserved in the memo- 
randum book of Lord Eldon : — “.During the debate on 
the India Bill [Pitt’s]; at which period John Eobinson 
was Secretary to the Treasury, Sheridan, on one evening, 
when Mr. Fox’s majorities were decreasing, said, ‘ Mr. 
Speaker, this is not at all to be wondered at, ■when a 
member is employed to corrupt everybody in order to 
obtain votes.’ Upon this there was a general outcry 
made by almost everybody in the House : ‘ Who is 
it ? Name him ! name him ! ’ ‘ Sir,’ said Sheridan 

* Bosidfiuce at the Court of London, by Mr. Lush, p. 290. 
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to the Speaker, ‘ I shaJl hot name the person. It is 
an unpleasant and invidious thing to do so, and there- 
fore I shall not name him. But don’t suppose, sir, 
that I p,bstain because there is any difficulty in nam- 
ing ; I could da that, sir, as soon as you could say 
Jack Bobinson.’ ” * 

Sayings quite as pointed and ^appy occur in the 
passages which have been quoted from his speeches. 
A. much longer list might easily be made. It is almost 
impossible, however, to determine how many of the 
good things commonly attributed to him were really 
his own. To those generally known may be added 
the following, which some of his contemporaries 
thought to be an excellent specimen of his 1‘eady wit. 
Madame d’Arblay writes that “ Mrs. Cholmondcley 
was making much sport by wishing for an acrostic on 
her name. ‘An acrostic on your name,’ said Mr. 
Sheridan, ‘ would be a formidable task ; it must be so 
long that I think it should be divided into cantos.’ ” 

Praises of his oratory and conduct in the House 
of Commons have been already cited from the utter- 
ances of his most famous contemporaries. A not un- 
important addition to them is the opinion of Mr. Abbot, 
formed when he was Speaker at the beginning of the 
century, and afterwards known as Lord Colchester : — 
Sheridan was “ Fluent in speech, shrewd in his con- 
ceptions, dexterous in argumentation, neat and even 
terse in his prepared speeches, witty often when his 
subject requires gravity, the most active and mis- 
chievous partisan of the Republican faction, playing off 
Fox as a constitutional opposer of the King's Ministers, 

* Life of Lord Eldon, vol. i., p. 161. 

t Diary of Madame d'Arblay, ycd. i., p. 187. 
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and acting himself hand and heart ydth the most 
desperate Jacobins.” * 

More remarkable than the most memorable of his 
parliamentary triumphs was his appearance as advocate 
in his own cause before the Court of Chanceiy. In 
that court, rhetoric is of far less avail than argument. 
The greater, then, the success of one. whose arguments 
were frequently subordinated to imagery. That his 
oratorical triumph in this uncongenial atmosphere was 
as extraordinaty as it was complete, the testimony of 
Charles Butler places beyond all doubt — “ Perhaps 
Mr. Sheridan's most splendid exhibition "vvas his speech 
in the Court of Chanceiy, at the hearing of the cause 
upon the biH filed against him by the trustees of 
Drury Lane Theatre. The court was crowded; Mr. 
Sheridan spoke during two hours, with amazing 
shrewdness of observation, force of argument, and 
splendour of eloquence ; and, as he spoke from strong 
feeling, he introduced little of the wit and prettyness 
with which his oratorical displays were generally filled. 
He was heard with great attention and interest ; while 
his speech lasted, a pin might be heard to drop.” f 

During the thirty years that he had a seat in the 
House of (5ommons, he never made an enemy, nor 
did he ever abjure one of his political principles. To 
take an active part in debate, and to be unsparing 
in personality, was in his day almost certain to lead 
to a hostile encounter with sword or pistol Lorti 
George Germaine and Governor Johnstone, Lord Shel- 
burne and Fullerton, Adam and Fox, Tierney and Pitt, 
Canning and Castlereagh, had all to fight duels in 

* Diarjr of Lord Colchester, vol. i., p. 23 . 

t Bemmiscences of Charles Butler, yol. ii., p. 87 . 
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.tmdieactioft of their honour ; but Sheridan, during his 
parliamentary career, never had to send a diallenge 
and never received one. Stronger testimony than this, 
to .the suavity of his demeanour, it would be difficult 
to produce. Moreover, he preserved his political 
consistency amidst the greatest temptations, and 
ren\ained faithful to the cause of freedom when many 
around him went over to the side of despotism. 
The path to wealth and place was open and smooth 
for him when, in the panic to which feeble-minded 
or timorous Whigs succumbed 'along with high- 
prerogative Tories, the Ministry of Pitt was recruited 
and reinforced from the ranks of the Opposition. 
Sheridan’s desertion would have excitfd little sur- 
prise when made in company with Lord Portland, 
Lord Spencer, Lord Fitzwilliam, Burke, and Wind- 
ham. He could easily have obtained a place in the 
Government, and he might without much difficulty 
have secured a peerage. To his immortal honour, he 
remained true to ' what he believed to be the caust* 
of liberty, which was, in fact, the cause of justice. 
As a member of the small minority which rightly 
prided itself upon being the real Uonstitutioual party, 
he did a service to this country which no unprejudice<l 
reader of our history can now recall without gratitude 
mingled with regret that it never received its due 
reward. If nothing in his career merits greater praise 
than his unselfish and consistent political conduct, 
nothing is more affecting than the keenness witli 
which he felt his trial. Byron informs us wliat 
his feelings were ; — “ Once I saw Sheridan cry, 
after a splendid dinner. I had the honour of sitting 
next him. The occasion of his tears was some ob- 
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itervatien ji^ <>tBer tipcib the sturdinees <of the Whiga. 

in 430ce and keeping to their principles. 

Sheridan turned wund : * Sit, it’is easy for my Lord 
C., or Earl G.', or Marquis B., dr Lord H., \Hth thovb- 
sands upon thousands a year, some of it 'either pre- 
•sently derived or inherited in sinecure or acquisitions 
from the public money, to boast of their patriotism 
and keep aloof from temptation ; but they do not 
know from what temptation those have kept aloof 
who had equal pride, at least equal talents, and not 
unequal passions, ahd nevertheless knew not in the 
course of tlieir lives what it was to have a shil- 
ling of their own.’ And in saying this he wept.” 
He was not 1:he firht statesman, in a similiir pre- 
dicament, who had been forced to exercise patience 
without being able to live in comfort, because 
to some of his associates the salary of office -|ras 
an immaterial consideration. Walpole records that 
the Duke of Portland pressed him “ earnestly to 
encourage Mr. Conway to resign. I said I could 
not take -upon me to advise him to give up all 
he had. lie laughed, and said it could not be for 
long; everything came round in this country. I 
replied, ‘ Your lordship, with twenty thousand pounds 
a year, talks very *g^uch at your ease ; but Mr. 
Conway would have nothing in the world, and 
would not go into Opposition to recover his for- 
tune.’”* It is infinitely to Sheridan’s credit that 
he consistently continued in Opposition notwithstand- 
*ing the narrowness of his circumstances. Lynx-eyed 
enemies and envious friends were ever on the watch 
to detect him tripping. He felt this so acutely that, 

* Memoirs of the Reign of Qeorge III., vol. ii., p. 363. 
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living^ on teims of intimacy -with Addington when he 
was Premier, and joining with him at his house in 
Richmond Park, he told the Minister one evening : 

“ My visits to you may posEdbly be misconstrued by 
my Mends ; but I hope you know, Mr. Addington, that 
I have an unpurchaseable mind.” * Cynical critics, , 
commenting on this,*might remark that, just as it has ' 
been said the woman who protests she never flirts, is 
flirting, so Sheridan, protesting that he could not be 
bought, was ladding for an offer. But the conclusive 
answer is that he never sold himself, and he stands 
before the tribunal of history with perfectly clean 
hands. 

To have avoided Parliamentary brawls which ended 
in duels; to have preserved his consistency amidst 
exceptional and under almost superhuman difficulties, 
was to distinguish himself in no common manner ; but 
Sheridan did what was more praiseworthy still. With 
the advocacy of nearly every great and wise measure 
during thirty years he associated his name. He advo- 
cated unconditional peace with America,r when an 
obstinate Ministry contended for unconditional sub- 
mission. He warmly supported Fox’s India Bill, 
the best measure devised in the last century for the 
government of India. His whole talents were dis- 
played in hindering any cruelty and tyranny exer- 
cised over Hindoos being condoned by the people 
or the Parliament of this country. When Pitt, 
in his reforming days, was ardently desiring to im- 
prove the representation of the people in Parlia-* 
ment, Sheridan was as hearty in supporting him as 
he afterwards was in opposition to Pitt’s measures 

* Life of Lord Sidmouth, toI. ii., p. 105. 
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designed to liamper individual freedom. 'He gave 
his voice and vote for non-interference with France 
when she was in the throes of emancipation after 
centuries of bondage, and when to leave her to 
work out her own destiny would have been save 
Europe from a reaction of which Bonaparte was 
the incarnation and universal conquest the goal No 
narrow interpretation of party claims hindered him 
from aiding the Ministry at the menacing crisis of the 
mutiny at the Note, and using all his influence to 
avert a dreaded catastrbphe. When Bonaparte showed 
himself the systematic enemy of every independent 
nationality in Europe, Sheridan was as ready to 
smite him with the sword as he had been at an earlier 
time to remain in amity with him. The emancipa- 
tion which the Roman Catholics of Ireland claimed as 
u boon, Sheridan was • anxious to grant as a measure 
of simple justice. Not only was he ready to suppress 
the slave-trade, but he avowed his longing to abolish 
slavery also. On the other hand, it must be noted 
with regret, that, as regards leading questions of com- 
mercial intercourse, which in essence are questions of 
universal well-being, Sheridan, in common with men 
accounted wise among his coiftemporaries, adopted and 
urged the narrow and short-sighted view of a selflsh 
and foolish policy of restriction. He denotmeed the 
sagacious and statesman-like proposals of Pitt for re- 
moving artificial and legislative impediments to trade 
between Great Britain and Ireland, and for concluding 
a commercial treaty with France. This, however, was 
but the fmiit of an ignorance rooted in a mistaken 
patriotism which, confounding national selfishness with 
national glory, produced incalculable evil in his day, and 
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is still working mncli mischief in our time, by hinder- 
ing fufuiy persons, calling themselves statesmen and 
political economists, in the Old and the New World, 
from recognizing the paramount value to a>ll mankind 
of the ^e interchange of natural products. 

Take him for all in all, as wit and orator, drama- 
tist and politician," Sheridan was at once a luminary 
and leader of his age. His career, which is as much 
a romance as that of any personage in fiction, has but 
one parcel in our histoiy, the career of the attorney’s 
clerk of Hebrew race who has risen t6 be Prime Minis- 
ter of the United Kingdom. Both Sheridan and Mr. 
Disraeli first made their mark as men of extraordinary 
wit ; both failed in their first attempt to make the 
House of Commons accept them at their own valua- 
tion, and both occupy places in the first rank among 
parliamentary orators. The skill of both in coining 
happy phrases and in elaborating epigrams can only l)e 
equalled by their fondness for glitter often false, and 
for display often tawdry and ill-timed. The author of 
the picture of Bonaparte surrounding himself with a 
fence composed of sceptres tipped with crowns, and 
employing kings as his sentinels, has never had so 
successful a competitor iH the same line as the orator 
who planted in imagination the banner of St. George 
on the mountains of “ Rasselas.” 

Sheridan’s dramatic laurels will not wither till the 
En glish tongue ceases to be the language of the 
stage. His parliamentary fame is as certain of immor- 
tality. A quotation from no writer or orator of a 
bygone age is so sure of gratifying the House of 
Commons as one from his plays or speeches. Mr. 
Bright once charmed his hearers with what he 
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called the beautiful language of Sheridan, picturing 
the ideal of repose when Content sits basking 
on the cheek of toU/^ and, though few were aware 
that the quotaticm was made from Piza/rrOf yet 
all were ready to applaud the words of the man 
whose memory is a cherished tradition of the House. 
Lamenting the death of Cobden, Mr. Disraeli said, 
in his finest vein : *•' There are some members of 
Parliament who, though not .present in the body, are 
stUl members of this House ; independent of dissolu- 
tions, of the caprice of constituencies, even of the 
course of time.” * In common with “ the wondrous 
three” — Burke, Pitt, and Fox — Sheridan is one of 
the immortals ruling “ our spirits from their urns.” 

* Parliamoutary Debates, vol. 168, p. 667. 
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In 1627 , the year when the House of Commons 
presented a Petition of Right to Charles the First, and 
when they were informed that he was “ accountable to 
God only for his actions,” a boy was bom who lived to 
become a useful servant of the House of Stuart, and 
the forefather of a great English statesman. He was 
the son of a ^-eoman residing at Farley, in Wiltshire, 
and was named Stephen Fox. There, he received 
what was then considered to be a thoroughly liberal 
education. He learned to read, write, cipher, and 
keep accounts. His biographer relates that, at the 
age of fifteen, “ he, for the beauty of his person, 
and towardliness of his disposition, w'as recommended 
to some employment or other* under the great*£arl 
of Northumberland.” * Transferring his services, after 
a time, to Lord I^rcy, the Earl’s brother, he acted 
as deputy to the latter at the Ordnance Board, and, 
in that capacity, wah present with the royalist army at 
the battle of Worcester. His conduct being as judi- 
cious and conciliatory as his master’s was mde and 
irritating, he was much liked, and attracted the favour- 
able notice of Chtnles the Second, King of Scotland. 

Fleeing . to France along with this sovereign, wlnj 
had been signally defeated in his attempt to restore 
monarchy in England, Stephen Fox first served him in 

* Memoirs of the Idfe of Sir Stephen Fox, p. o. 
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a menial capacity, and then acted as Keeper of his Privy 
Piune. After the unfortunate and lamented death 
of Cromwell, he was sent by his master on a special 
minion to General Monk. When the English people 
in a paroxysm of folly permitted the monarchy 
to be re-established for the benefit of the Stuarts, 
and unconditionally accepted as their lawful ruler the 
eldest son of the King they had dethroned and 
beheaded, the conspicuous betrayers of the Common- 
wealth received the wages of their iniquity, while the 
adherents to the deposed dynasty 'were ostentatiously 
rewarded for their fidelity. General Monk, whose 
treachery was fraught with innumerable woes to this 
country, received an estate and a large pension to glut 
his avarice, and all the titles in the peerage, from that 
of a Baron to a Duke, to gratify his ambition. The 
subordinate, yet not dishonourable, service of Stephen 
Fox was recompensed with the lucrative oftices of Clerk 
of the Green Cloth and Paymaster of the Forces, and, 
at a later period, with the titular dignity of Knight- 
hooA Clarendon commended him for uprightness, and 
Grammont commemorated him for his riches. A por- 
tion of his wealth was expended to further a laudable 
public object. He had* seen, with patriotic shame and 
regret, common soldiers begging their daily bread from 
door to door in their old age. Considering this painful 
spectacle dishonouring to the nation, he founded Chelsea 
Hospital as an asylum for these veterans in the days of 
their decrepitude. , Out of his own pocket, he contii- 
J)uted £13,000 to the erection of this home for old 
soldiers. 

Sir Stephen Fox succeeded the JEarl of Rochester as 
a Commissioner of the I’reasury ; he filled that office 
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for twenty-two years and dui:iug three reigns. He 
long represented Salisbury in Parliament. He was 
twice elected member for the City of Westminster, the 
first time in 1678 and the second in 1695. The latter 
election was the memorable one when the brilliant 
Charles Montague, Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
Sir Stephen Fox, a Commissioner of the Treasury, 
supported the Government of William the Third, in 
opposition to the Jacobite party, represented by Sir 
William Clarges, and when the triumphant return of 
the ministerial candidates was an emphatic demon- 
stration in favour of the King elected by the nation. 

Though a trusty public servant in the reigns of 
William the Third and Queen Anne, yet Sir Stephen 
Fox retained to the last day of his life an affectionate 
regard for^he House of Stuart. On every anniversary 
of the execution of Charles the First, he draped the 
rooms of his house with black, fasted, and made his 
household do likcAvise, from sunrise to sunset. When 
seventy-seven, he took as a second wife Miss Hope, the 
^daughter of a clergyman who, it is said, had beeii “ so 
assiduous in reading books of devotion and history to 
him, that he was so taken with her ” as to make an 
offer of his hand. Ifotwithstalhding his great age, he 
had four children by this man’iage, and he survived 
it twelve years. He died in 1716, aged eighty-nine. 

His second son by his second wife was born in 
1705, and named Henry. When Henry Fox came of 
age he had an ample fortune. But riotous living soon 
inipovcrisliing him, he fled from' his creditoi-s to 
the Continent. Returning home after a lengthened 
sojourn abroad, he entered Parliament in 1735 as 
member for Hindon. He attached himself fo Sir 
Robert Walpole, then in the fubicss of his power; 
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found favour in his eyes, and obtained advancement 
at hia hand. Henry Fox stood forth, in defence of his 
patron, as the critic and opponent of Pitt. A ready 
and bold speaker, he commanded attention without 
acquiring fame. His forte was not eloquence, but tact 
in bribing the House. He was an adept in aU the 
low arts of corruption. No one could more skilfully 
gain over an unprincipled opponent by insinuating 
a bank-note into his hand, or the promise of promo- 
tion in his ear. He had a vaulting ambition, no 
inconvenient scruples, and an insatiable thirst for 
money. Lord Chesterfield who, though a profligate at 
heart and a voluptuary in practice, was too cautious 
and worldly-wise not to bow the head to decency in 
public, was amazed at Henry Fox’s C 3 mical disre- 
gard for the conventional proprieties of life, and 
characterized him “ as having no fixed principles 
of religion or morality, and as too unwary in ridicul- 
ing and exposing them.” The people hated him with 
intense bittemeSs. At one time, he was accused 
with more than rhetorical exaggeration of being the 
“ defaulter of unaccounted millions.” Conscious of his 
extseme unpopularity, he refers to himself, wjicu 
writing to George Selwyn, in 1767, as universally 
despised, adding “ I am humbled,* and shall endeavour 
to conform to my fate.” * The opinion of the public 
W'as manifested in lampoons and satires. Two epi- 
grams, of no merit as compositions, clearly exhibit the 
prevailing feeling. When the freedom of the City was 
presented to Pitt in a gold box, it was written — 

‘‘ The two great rivals London might content. 

If what he values most to each she sent ; 

* Qoorge Selwyu and his Contemporaries, vol. ii. , p. 200. 
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HI was the freodom coupled with the box, 

Give Ktt the freedom and the gold to Fox.” * 

Again, when the nation was mourning the death of 
Wolfe in the arms of victory, the opportunity was 
thought a good ^one for pointing a sarcasm against 
Henry Fox : — 

“ All couqu’ring cruel death, more hard than rocks, 

Thou should* st have spared the Wolft and took the t 

He had smarted under the imputation of being a 
plebeian, after having won the heart, and clandestinely 
secured the hand of Jhe eldest daughter of the second 
Duke of Richmond. Like the offspring of other 
royal bastards who had been ennobled, the Richmond 
family were excessively proud of their rank. They 
thought an alliance degrading with a mere commoner. 
Henry Fox;, finally became a nobleman. Having 
begun his political life in the House of Commons 
as the pupil of Sir Robert Walpole, he ended it as 
the humble instrument of the Earl of Bute ; by 
his services to the latter, he acquired fresh infamy 
and a peerage. The title of Baron Holland did not 
suffice him; his heart being set upon an earldom. 
Though he died without having reached the goal of 
his ^fishes, yet this was not due to any reluctance 
to engage in intrigues, and to demean himself by 
abject supplications to the Sovereign. The solace 
of his old age was his third son Charles, whom he 
believed destined to be an honour to his family. To 
have been the father of Charles James Fox constitutes 
the beat title of the first Lord Holland to the favour- 
able remembrance of posterity. 

♦ Horace Walpole’s Letters, Cuimingham’s Edition, yoL ill. p. 74. 

t New Foundling Hospital for Wit, vol. v., p. 18S. 
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On the 24th of January, 1749, Charles James Fox 
was bom in Conduit Street, ill the city of West- 
minster. While his grandfather, in the male line, was 
the attached servant of Charles the Second, his great- 
great-grandmother, in the female line, was that 
monarch’s favourite French mistress, the Duchess of 
Portsmouth. In personal appearance, he bore a strik- 
ing resemblance to his royal progenitor. Some men 
might have been proud to think that they had in 
their veins th§ blood of Henry the Fourth of France 
and Charles the Second of England ; but no such 
miserable vanity was ever laid to Fox’s charge by his 
worst and most virulent enemies. He once told the 
House of Commons that “ the people of Finland 
had, in his opinion* committed a worse offence by 
the unconstitutional restoration ’of that monarch, than 
even by the death of Charles the First.” On another' 
occasion, referring to the reign of Charles the Second, 
he asked: “Was there any one who looked to the 
history of those times, to an unprincipled policy of 
the Court, and the open profligacy of public measures, 
who did not consider it as a blemish on the Englis h 
character, and a reproach to the spirit of our ancestors, 
that the reign of that monarch was suffered to be ])ro- 
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traded till the period of his natural life Indeed, 
for but one King had he a greater contempt than for 
Chiles the Second.. 

As a child, he was remarkable for precocity ; unlike 
precocious children in general, he was neither cut off 
young, nor did he degenerate into a dull man. His 
father, who was immoderately fond and proud of his 
boy, indulged him in every way. In this he resembled 
Sir Robert Walpole, of whom his son, Horace, writes, 
“ The infinite good nature of my father never thwarted 
•any of his children.” • But excessive parental tender- 
^ ness is hardly less injurious than over-severity. It is 
greatly to the credit of young Charles Fox that he was 
not completely Spoiled by his fatlier’s exceeding fond- 
ness. Overhearing liis mother remark to his father, — 
“ Charles is dreadfully passionate, what shall w’e do 
with him 1 ” and the reply, “ Oh, never mind, he is 
a very sensible little fellow, and will learn to cure 
himself,” he resolved to curb his temper, and suc- 
ceeded so well in bringing it under control as to be 
noted in after-life for placidity *of disposition and 
for extraordinary self-command under the strongest 
provocation. • 

Though Henry Fox’s over-indulgence of his chikh-en 
was a fault, yet he partially atoned for it by rigid 
adherence to his word, teaching them by example 
the sacredness of a pledge. Once, having promised 
Charles that “ he should bo present when a garden 
wall was to be flung down, and having forgotten 
it, the wall was built up again, that he might perform 
his promis^j.” f Another instance of this fidelity to his 

• Fox’s Speeches, toI. tL, pp. ?5, 79. 

t Manusoript Bamiaisoences of Sir Q. Colebrooke, quoted in 
Memorials of Fox, vol. i., p, 7. 
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word appears in an extract from a letter written at 
Holland House to Lady Holland, in the country : — 

“ Whenever you come, do but let me know the day and 
hour when you will be at SalthiU, and Faimen and 
Charles shall meet you there. I promised Charles he 
should see his brother, and he won’t be put off.” 
Much of his teaching, however, was utterly bad. 
He impressed on his favourite son the maxim — 
^‘Never.do to-day what you can possibly put off tiU 
to-morrow, nor ever do, yourself, what you can get any 
one else to do for you.” * 

His father having determined to send him to Eton 
as soon as he was nine years old, gave him the 
option, when he was eight, of staying at home or of 
spending the interval at a school kept by Pam- 
pelonne, a French refugee, at Wandsworth. He^ 
elected to go to school In the autumn of 1768, ^ 
he went to Eton. His health was delicate ; that 
it occasioned some anxiety to his father ap))ears in 
the following extract from a letter sent by the latter 
to his mother : — “■ Whenever you think London or 
Holland House better for Charles than Eton, be 
assured I shall like it. There is no comparison to be 
made between health and learning : besides that, I am 
sure enough of him for the latter ; I wish to God I 
was so of the former.” His father's conviction that 
he would learn enough may have been formed from 
the reports of his tutor, the Rev. Dr. Francis, but was 
mot justified by the boy’s assiduity at his studies He 
was often summoned home from school to take part in 
some amusement or to witness some ceremony. He 
was present at the coron^ion of George the Third. 

* Moore’fl Life of Sheridan, vol. i., p* 113 . 
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Meetibog with an accident at this time, his hither 
writes : “ The article (in the newspapers) of Charles’s 
mishap has brought several messages. The boy is a 
great deal better beloved than his father is.” 

When fourteen, he accompanied his parents on a 
visit to the Continent. They spent four months partly 
at Paris and at Spa, His foolish and blameworthy 
father encouraged him to amuse himself in every 
way, whether vicious or not^ and laughed at his 
scruples when he hesitated to indulge in profligacy. 
At Spa, he initiated him into the mysteries of the 
gaming-table, encoimiged him to play, and gave him 
several gold pieces for the purpose every evening. 
Thus he acquired in early youth the taste for an 
amusement which was the passion of his manhood and 
the subject of remorse in his riper years. At his own 
request, he returned to Eton. His schoolfellows jeered 
at the varnish of foreign manners he had acquired. 
A flogging administered by the head master. Dr. 
Barnard, soon emphatically reminded him that he 
was a schoolboy still. 

The excitement relative to the North Briton being 
now at its height, he was taken by his father to listen 
to the debates in Parliament. .He was in the gallery 
of the House of Commons when a resolution was 
moved and carried to the cflect that No. 45 was “ a 
false, scandalous, and seditious libel.” His father 
impressed upon him the heinousness of the conduct of 
Wilkes and the propriety of his punishment ; taught 
him to think Lord Bute, the favourite of the King, a 
much greater man than Pitt, the idol of the people, 
and had the satisfacti()n of flnding this opinion em- 
bodied in some French verses wliich, thougli certainly 
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execrable, were yet perfectly in keeping with their 
eubjedt 

'Led.ving Eton in 1764, he went to Oxford, and 
was entered at Hertford College, which then had a 
high reputation, owing to the extraordinary merit 
and popularity of Dr. Newcome, afterwards Lord 
Primate of Ireland. The college is now extinct : 
Magdalen Hall stands on its site. . In a letter to Mr. 
Macartney, he says, “ I like Oxford well enough. I 
read there a great deal, and am very fond of matlie- 
matics.” A year later, he again ‘tells the same cor- 
respondent that he reads much at Oxford, that he 
greatly likes mathematics, adding the remark which 
has the look of a paradox, “ I believe they are-useful, 
and I am sure they are entertaining, which is alone 
enough to recommend them to me.” He adds, in the 
same letter, “ If there weye any way of sending you 
pamphlets I would send you a • new poem, called the 
‘ Traveller,’ which appcairs to have a great deal of 
merit.” 

At Easter, 1765, hfe revisited Paris. Before going 
thither, he informed Dr. Newcome of his intention, 
and received the following reply,* which he treasured 
as a proof that he had been a diligent student 
during his University career : — “‘You judged rightly 
in thinking I should be much surprised by the 
information you were so obliging to give me. But 
upon reflection I think that you have done well to 
change the scene in such a manner, and I feel myself 
inclined to envy you the power of doing it. Applica- 
tion like yours requires some intermission, and you 
are the only person with whom I have ever had con- 
nection to whom I could say this. 1 expect that you 



ASSIDUOUS AT HID STUDIES. 


*5r . 


will return with much keenness for Oreek and for 
lines and angles. As to trigonometry, it is a matter 
of entire indifference to the other geometricians of the 
College (who will probably continue some time here) 
whether they proceed to the other branches of mathe- • 
matics immediately or wait a term or two longer. 
You need not, therefore, interrupt your amusements 
by severe studies ; for it is wlufily unnecessary to take 
a step onward without you, and therefore we shall 
stop until we have the pleasure of your company. All 
your acquaintances ‘here which I know are well, but 
not much happier for your absence.”* 

After two months’ stay in Paris, he returned to 
the University, and sedulously prosecuted his studies. 
The greater part of an entire vacation, he passed 
there along with his friend Dickson, afterwards 
llishop of Down. They'both worked hard, employing 
their houi^s of recreation in perusing the Avorks of aU 
the early English dramatic poets. It is alleged that 
Fox read with care every play written and published 
prior to the Restoration. In those days the under- 
graduates who Avished to amuse themselves had but 
little option between hard drinking and light reading; 
they had not the choice of their successors between 
hard reading and n)wing. Yet, though the relaxa- 
tion which, at the present day, takes the form of 
athletic sports was unknown to Fox and his friend, 
they did not lapse into mere book-worms, or tax 
their brains till they were unable to use their legs. 
On the contrary, both were excellent and frequent 
walkers ; and, to a late period in his life. Fox was 
renowned for his pedestrian powers. On one occasion. 


* Memorials, vol. i., p. 22. 
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wot having money whcre'svith to pay for a conveyance, 
they walked from Oxford to London, a distance of 
fifty-six miles. 

"While boating and cricket had then no recognised 
’place in the Universi^ curriculum, neither had the 
undergraduates of his day, whose ambition it was to 
speak in public, any opportunity for training them- 
selves in debating societies, and acquiring the sing- 
song declamation which passes current for oratory in 
the mimic parliament of the “ Union.” Fox, how- 
ever, had the advantage of access to the gallerj’ 
'Of either House of Parliament when any topic 
of public interest was the subject of debate. He 
was present at the memorable discussion in the 
House of Lords, when, at the instance of the first 
Rockingham Administration, the ridiculous and irri- 
tating Stamp Act was repealed, and he pronounced 
the speech of the Duke of Grafton the best among 
those he heard. He had made the acquaintance 
of Edmund Burke, from whom he imbibed much 
political wisdom, yet the early teaching of his father 
still caused him to despise the party of which he 
afterwards became the leader and the soul. Hence it 
was that, writing to Sir George Macartney, he informs 
him the Rockingham “ Ministry goes on just as it did, 
everybody laughing at them and holding them cheap; 
but, according to the fashionable phrase, doing justice 
to their good intentions.” * 

His father’s fondness for him continued to increase, 
w^hile his admiration kept pace with his aflfection. In 
a letter to Sir George Macartney, he says, “ Charles is 
above measure kind and attentive to me. He has a good 

« Memorials^ Tol. i., p. 26. 
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heart, and is more to be admired for that than for his 
head, which you know is no bad one. I am very happy in 
my family, and that may well atone for what I have to 
complain of in the article of friends.” This excessive 
partiality for his third son was a constant subject 
of remonstrance on the part of Lady Holland. Her 
sister, the Duchess of Leinster, who was present on 
these occasions, has preserved the following statement 
made by the mother to the father : — “ I have been this 
morning with Lady Hester Pitt (Lady Chatham), and 
there is little William Pitt, not eight years old, and 
really the cleverest child I ever saw, • and brought 
up so strictly and so proper in his beha^dour that, 
mark my ■v^ords, that little boy will be a thorn in 
Charles’s side as long as he lives.” Seldom has a 
maternal prediction been so completely verified by 
the result. • 

He left the University in 1766, after taking his 
degsec, and spent the two following years on the 
Contluent. He travelled through France and Italy, 
sometimes in the company of his parents, sometimes in 
that of his friends Lord Carlisle, Lord Fitzwilliam, and 
Mr. Uvedale Pride. Along wdth Mr. Price he paid 
a visit to Voltaii'c at Ferney, the latter saying, in reply 
to a request, that the name of Fox was a sufiieient 
introduction ; that he would gladly see him, though 
he hardly received any visitors, but that they came 
to bury him. The interview was verj*^ cordial; at 
parting, Voltaire gave his visitors a list of his writings, 
which he recommended as being well adapted for 
enlarging their minds and for freeing them from reli- 
gious prejudices. Fox’s passion at this period was 
for reading Italian poetry and versifying in French ; he 
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sent French verses to his friend Fitzpatrick, and the 
following advice relative to Italian ; — “ Learn Italian 
as fast as you can, if it be only to read Ariosto. 
There is more good poetry in Italian than in all other 
languages that I understand put together. In prose, 
too, it is a very fine language.” He was also fond 
of amateur acting, a taste which remained keen for 
many years, and of fine clothes, a taste which was 
soon succeeded by indifference and inattention to 
dress. Eogers used to relate “ that Fox, when a 
very young man, was a prodigious dandy, wearing 
a little odd French hat, shoes with red heels, &c. 
He and Lord Carlisle once travelled from Paris to 
Lyons for the express purpose of buying waistcoats ; 
and during the whole journey they talked of nothing 
else.” * 

While absent from England, he was returned for the 
pocket borough of Mklhurst, through arrangements 
. made by his father at the general election of 1768. 
VHe took his seat and spoke before he was twenty. 
{His .fii’st appearance as a speaker was on a point of 
order. Supporting the expulsion of Wilkes, he de- 
livered what is generally considered as his maiden 
speech, on the 14th of April, 1769, and favourably 
impressed his audience. His third* speeeh, which was 
in support of seating Colonel Luttrel for Middlesex, 
produced a stronger effect. His gratified father thus 
refers to the second of these speeches in a letter to 
Mr. Campbell of Cawdor : — “ I am told few in Parlia- 
ment ever spoke better than Charles did on Tuesday 
—off-hand — with rapidity, with spirit, and such know- 
ledge of what he was talking of as surprised every- 

* Dyce’s Bocollectioiis of tlie Table Talk of Samuel Bogors, p. 73. 
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body in so young a man. If you tbink this vanity, I 
am sure you will forgive it.” Of the last speech, Sir 
Bichard Heron writes as follows to Sir Charles Bun- 
bury : — “ Mr. Charles Fox, who I suppose was your 
schoolfellow, and who is but twenty, made a great 
figure in the debate last night upon the petition of 
the Middlesex freeholders. He spoke with great spirit, 
in very parliamentary language, and entered very 
deeply into the question on constitutional principles.” 
Horace Walpole writes, “ Charles Fox, not yet twenty- 
one, answered Burke with great quickness and parts, 
but mth confidence equally premature.” His father 
expresses his joy in these words : — “ 1 am told (and I 
willingly believe it) Charles Fox spoke extremely well. 
It was all off-hand, all argumentative, in reply to Mr. 
Burke and Mr. Wedderburn, and excessively well 
indeed. I hear it spoken of by everybody as a mosj 
extraordinary thing, and I am, you see, not a little 
pleased with it.” * 

Although these speeches gave Fox an immediate 
reputation as an orator, yet they became testimonies 
against him in after-life. His early conduct was as 
injudicious as it was violent. Thus, his first great 
success was a blunder. The excuse made for him 
was that he merely acted in accordance with his 
father’s wishes and advice ; an excuse which does 
more honour to him as a son than a politician. Both 
his brother and he offended the city patriots so highly 
by boisterous opposition to Wilkes, tis to furnish a 
plausible pretext for rcprisiils in the form of demands 
for the impeachment of Lord Holland. The ability 
Charles Fox displayed, had an early recognition from 
* Momorial^, vol i., pp. j4. 
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the Administration of which Lord North was the 
head. In February, 1770, a few weeks after he 
had attained his majority, he was appointed a Lord of 
the Admiralty. 

The Administration of Lord North was the sixth 
which had been formed since the accession of George 
the Third. The Duke of Newcastle, the Earl of Bute, 
George Grenville, Lord Rockingham, the Duke of 
Grafton, had in turn filled the office of Prime Minister, 
aad each of them had resigned, owing either to the 
intrigues of the King or to dissensions among their 
followers. George the Third had vainly called upon 
the Duke of Grafton to stand by him, and continue 
in office. That peer, though he had not exhausted his 
youthful liking for dissipation before he undertook to 
govern the country, and though he openly preferred 
■^he society of his mistress and the pleasures of New- 
market to the routine of Cabinet councils, was yet a 
man after his Majesty’s own heart, inasmuch as he had 
betrayed his friend Wilkes, and had never shown any 
scruples about the monarch exercising personal con- 
trol over the Ministry. But, when quailing before 
the tumults raised by the high-handed action of the 
majority in the case o*f Wilkes, and when dreading 
the effects of Lord Chatham’s denunciations of those 
who had subverted our representative system by seating 
in the House of Commons the nominee of a minority of 
the electors, the Duke of Grafton resigned his . office, 
the King considered that the Duke had pusillani- 
mously and basely deserted him in the hour of need. 
Though he could pardon the Duke’s vices, yet he never 
forgave the Duke’s resignation. Jo Lord North, he 
was grateful for accepting the office of First Lord of 
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tho Treasury at a moment of great anxiety, and diffi- 
culty, and this gratitude deepened into affection when 
he found in the new head of his Government a 
Minister who was not less skilful in managing Parlia- 
ment than obsequious and successful in giving effect 
to his commands. 

As a Junior Lord of the Admiralty, Fox neither 
thought himself bound to give an unwavering support 
to the Government, nor to refrain from indulging in 
the fashionable amusements of society. He was 
noted for his addiction to play. Along with some 
other young men, belonging, like himself, to the set 
formed of those who, in the slang of that day, were 
ctUled maccaronis, and who, in the slang of our day, 
would bo called swells, he founded a club at Almack’s 
where the stakes were rouleaus of £50 each, and 
where as much as £10,000 were on the table at one 
time. “ Nor were the manners of the gamesters, or 
even their dresses for play, undeserving notice. They 
began by pulling off their embroidered clothes and 
put on frieze greatcoats, or turned their coats inside 
outwards for luck. They put on pieces of leather 
(such as worn by footmen when they dean the 
knives) to save their laced ruffies ; and to guard their 
eyes from the light, and to prevent tumbling their 
hair, wore high-crowned straw hats with broad brims, 
and adorned with flowers and ribbons ; masks to 
conceal their emotions when they played at Quinze. 
Each gamester had a small neat stand by him with a 
large rim, to hold their tea, or a wooden bowl with an 
edge of ormolu, to hold their rouleaus. They borrowed 
great sums of Jews at exorbitant premiums. Charles 
Fox called bis outward room, where those Jews waited 
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till lie rose, the Jems/oH&n Chcmber.” * He had a 
theory that money was a commodity, and that, like 
any commodity, it could always be procured, if a 
sufficient price were paid. In carrying this theory 
into practice, he fourid that the price he had to pay 
made him a beggar, and that money might be bought 
too dear. 

After being a Lord of the Admiralty for two years, 
he sent the following note to Lord North : — “ You 
have grossly insulted mo, and I will resent it. I am 
just now going to set out for St, James’s, to resign 
my seat at the Admiralty Bom’d to the King.” f 
The reason for this, as he told Lord Ossory, was 
very complicated, the chief cause being misunder- 
standings with Lord North, and a determination on 
his part to oppose the Royal Marriage Bill, then 
pending. He left the Ministry with no increase 
in reputation, and without any desire to enter the 
ranks of the Opposition. The Royal Mariiage Bill 
was a measure originating with the King, and devised 
to prevent such occurrences as the maiTlages of the 
Duke of Cumberland with Mrs. Horton, and the Duke 
of Gloucester with Lady Waldegiave. Mr. Nicholls 
records that, when. the. Bill was introduced, it was 
suggested that the title should be “An Act to en- 
courage Fornication and Adultery in the Descendants 
of George the Second.” | It may be doubted whether 
these descendants required any encouragement to 
practise their favourite vices ; yet this particuljir 
measure waa unquestionably framed with* a view to 

* Last Journals of Hoiace Walpole, vol. i., p. 7. 

t UecoUections of Fox, by B. C. Wali^le, p. 29. 

X Beoollections and Eeflections of John Nicholls, M.P., vol. i., 

p. 34* » 
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render marriage a greater offence than adultery.* ‘ 
Writing to Lord North, the King says : — “ I jdo' 
expect every nerve to be strained to cany the BtU . 
through both Houses with a becoming firmiiess, for 
it is not a question that immediately relate^’ to Ad- 
ministration, but personally to myself; therefore I 
have a right to expect a hearty support from every 
one in my service, and shall remember defaulters.” f 
George the Third kept his word in this instance, as 
he did in every other when he cherished resentment ; 
he never forgave Eox's denunciation of a scheme for 
converting the royal family into a royal caste. Ac- 
cording to Walpole, “ never was an Act passed against 
which so much and for which so little was said.” 

As an independent member, Fox introduced a 
Bill of his own to amend the Marriage Act of Lord 
Harwicke. The object of this measure was to remove 
barriers with which, in the interests of the nobility, 
the ceremony of marriage had been encompassed. 
According to ^Valpole, who went to the House on 
purpose to hear him, “he introduced it with ease, 
grace, and clearness, and without the prepared or 
elegant formality of a young speaker.” Lord North 
opposed leave being granted, nnd was supported by 
Burkef who made “a long and fine oration.” “Charles 
Fox, who had been running about the House talking 
to different persons and scarce listening to Burke, 
rose with amazing spirit and memory, ansAvered both 
Lord North and Burke, ridiculed the arguments of 

* When the Duke of Cumberland informed tbo Kiugtif his marriago 
with "Msb. Horton, the latter exolaimod, “Tou fool, you block hoN«l, 
YOU yiliain, you had better have debauched ail the unmarried girls ia 
England — you had bettor have committed adultery with all the nnuTioi 
women.”— l<ast Journals of Horace Walpolo, vol. i,, p. 119. 

t Corrospondenoe wilh Lord North,* vol. i., p. 91. 
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the former and confuted those of the latter with 
a shrewdness that, from its multiplicity of reasons', as 
much exceeded his father in embracing all the argu- 
ments of his antagonists, as he did in his manner and 
delivery. Lord Holland was always confused before 
he could clear up the point, fluttered and hesitated, 
wanted diction, and laboured only one forcible con- 
clusion. Charles Fox had great facility of delivery ; 
his words flowed rapidly, but he had nothing of 
Burke’s variety of language or correctness, nor his 
method, yet his arguments were flir more shi’ewd.” * 
By a majority of one. Fox carried this motion in oppo- 
sition to the Ministry ; but the ministerial majority 
afterwards rallied and threw out the Bill. He again 
became reconciled to Lord North. After haviug been 

O 

a year out of office, he re-entered tlie Administration 
as a Junior Lord of the Treasury. 

He was a regular frequenter of Newmarket, as well 
as an habitual .gamester. At horse-racing he often 
won large sums ; at play he invariably lost larger ; 
the result being that his debts swelled rapidly. To 
clear him of liabilities which were growing intolerable, 
his father advanced £40,000. At this time he be- 
came the dupe of an adventuress who was known as the 
Hon. Mrs. Grieve. She had traded on human credulity 
by advertising herself as a “ sensible woman,” from 
whom advice on all emergencies could be obtained for 
half-a-guinea, resembling in her professions, as she 


probably did in her practices. Dame UrsulaSuddlechop 
in the Fortunes of Nigel. By bribing Lord North’s 
porter she was admitted into his house while her car- 


riage waited at the door, and thus it was sui)posed that 


* Last Journals of Horace Wali^ole, vol. i., p. S4. 
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she had access to the Minister, and that there was some 
reason for her statement that she was the cousin of the 
Duke of Grafton and Lord North. Mrs. Grieve 
informed Fox that a Miss Phipps, a West Indian 
heiress of great wealth, who had arr^cd in Loudon, 
was in love with him, and ready to become his wife. 
It was even said that, being told Miss Phipps dis- 
liked a dark-haired man, he consented to have his 
hair and eyebrows powdered white. The heiress was 
a myth. Mrs. Grieve had eventually ample leisure 
in prison to repent her success in obtaining money 
under false pretences. 

Fox’s unwillingness to submit implicitly to Lord 
North’s leadc?shi[) was the origin of a difference 
which ended in a political separation. An {irtiele 
appeared in the Piihlic Advertiser, in which the 
Speaker was rebuked- for partiality. Tlie House 
resenting this as a breach of privilege, Woodfall, 
the printer, was summoned to appear at the bar, 
where he disavowed personal responsibility, and stated 
that Parson Horne had written the obnoxious para- 
graph. The general feeling was that Woodfall’s 
punishment should *be nominal only ; but to this Fox 
objected, and moved that he? be sent to Newgate. 
Hesitating to involve the Commons in a quarrel with 
the magistrates of the City, on account of the humilia- 
tion they had undergone three years previously in 
the case of the ]')rinters whom Wilkes had instigated 
to defy th^ ordci-s of the Speaker, Lord North sug- 
gested that Woodfall, if imprisoned at all, should be sent 
to the Gate -House j but a vowed that he preferred the 
milder punishment of committal to the custody of tlie 
Serjeant-at-Arms. Refusing to modify his motion 
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in any paxticulax, Fox pressed it jbo a division in wLich 
Lord North voted with him, and the Ministry was 
defeated by 152 to 68. This result excited the ire of 
the King, who wrote to Lord North, “ I am greatly 
incensed at the presumption of Charles Fox in obliging 
you to vote with him that night, but approve much 
of your making your friends vote in the majority; 
indeed, that young man has so thoroughly cast off 
every piinciple of common honour and honesty that 
he must become as contemptible as he is odious ; and 
I hope you will let him know yoti are not insensible 
of his conduct towards you.” * 

Wlien Parson Horne did appear, and, by his skilful 
defence and cutting retorts, embarriisscci the Ministry 
not a little, Fox contended that his advice had been 
wise and prudent, and warned the House against dis- 
regarding it on a similar occasion. The displeasure of 
the Minister was manifested in the dismissal of Fox, 
which was announced in the following curt note : — 
“ Sir, his Majesty has thought proper to order a new 
commission of the Treasury to be ' made out, in which 
I do not see your name.” Thus was finally severed 
Fox’s connection with an Administration presided over 
by a Minister of extrenie Tory sentiments ; a Minister 
who thought it an honour and a duty to do the 
King’s bidding, and whose weak subserviency to his 
sovereign cost the country a hundred millions of 
money, thirteen Provinces in America, and thousands 
of precious lives. 

* Correspondence with Lord North, toI. i., p. 170. 
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OPPOSITION TO THE AMERICAN WAR. 

The political career of Fox as a Liberal dates from 
the year 1774. He was then twenty-five years old, 
had made a name in Parliament as a speaker, had sided 
with the Government of the day, and held office in it 
without identifying himself with the Ministerial party, 
one half of which was composed of so-called King's 
friends, the other half of avowed Tories, the whole con- 
stituting a combination for the elevation of the royal 
prerogative and the diminution of popular rights. The 
course he followed was chosen in accordance with the 
teaching and the views of his father, to whose personal 
predilections and political prejudices he displayed a 
submission which was truly filial, but not at all states- 
manlike. It is not the duty of a young politician to 
think as his father did before him. As a natural con- 
sequence of espousing without reserve the side of which 
Lord Holland last approved, t’ox displayed all the 
imprudent zeal and vehemence of the blind partisan 
who votes without reflection, and ^rgues only to annoy 
opponents. To such an extreme did he go at the be- 
ginning of his parliamentary career as to make the 
following avowal, in a letter to George Selwyn, written 
when he was a Lord of the Admiralty : — “ I am 
reading Clarendon, but scarcely get on faster than you 
did with your Charles the Fifth. I think the style 
bad, and that he has a great deal of the old woman 
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in his way of thinking, but hate the opposite party 
so much that it gives one a kind of partiality for 
him.” * Such hatred as this was palpably facti- 
tious, and had unquestionably been adopted at 
second-hand. 

However, ih 1774, any reluctance he might have 
felt in opposing the party with which he had acted 
at his father’s instigation was entirely removed by 
the deaths, in that year, of both his parents. His 
elder brother Stephen did not long survive them, 
so that he had no longer to I'egulate his political 
course out of consideration for those whom he 
warmly loved, and whose approbation he highly 
valued. Even had his father lived to direct or per- 
suade him, it is milikely that the conduct of Fox on 
the relations between this country and the colonies 
would have been less hostile to the policy and 
measures of the Court Lord Holland had declared 
himself averse to treating the colonies with harshness. 
When an armed contest between them and the parent 
State appeared imminent he ' wrote to Mr. Ellis* 
as follows : — “ I am more sorry a good deal for 
the rebellion of the colonies. "But I should date it 
from the passing of the Stamp Act, not the repeal of 
it.” Before his father’s death. Fox had intimated 
that he reserved to himself entire freedom of action 
concerning the Bin for removing the Custom House 
from Boston. The introduction of this measure was 
the first step taken in the American war. He voted 
with the Rockingham party for the repeal of the tea 
duty, the imposition of which was the immediate 
source of bitterness and strife. 

* George Selwyn and his Contemporaries, yol. iii., p. lU 
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• At the beginning of 1 77 4, SVanklin had been grossly 
insulted by Wedderbum, the Solicitor-General, amid 
the applause of the Privy Council, beforfe which the 
former had appeared as a petitioner on behalf of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts Bay, and the latter 
as counsel for the Crown. For an crAr in judgment, 
which might have been pardoned, Franklin was dis- 
missed from his office of Deputy Postmaster : through a 
partiality, for which there was no excuse, Wedderbum 
continued to be Solicitor-General. In the course of 
this year. Fox did his utmost to counsel discretion 
and conciliation, telling the House with a sense 
and a prescience not adequately valued, that “we 
were irritating the Americaus without the power 
to force them. Whoevei’ would govern a country with- 
out its consent, ensured resistance.” He ridiculed 
Lord George Gemiaine.for the notion that to repeal the 
tea duty was to give up the Constitution — “ as if the 
tea duty were a part of the Constitution.” At the close 
of 1774, Parliament was dissolved. The elections 
went in favour of *the Court, not in small and venal 
constituencies only, but even in the City of West- 
minster ; a majority being returned ready to act as a 
willing instrument in prosecuting the most deplorable, 
unnecessary, and humiliating contest ever waged by 
an English monarch, and sanctioned by a British 
Parliament. 

In the new Parliament, Fox sat for Malmesbury. 
When the House met, at the beginning of 1775, he 
stood forth in formal opposition to the Ministry, and 
declared that “the greatest folly of his life was in 
having supported Lord North.” He spoke out more 
strongly, and took higher ground in a debate on the 



Clf AXLES /AMES FOJt. 


47a • 

.■2nd'of February, 1775. Lord Itforth then moved an 
liddress to the Crown, beseeching the King to enforce 
due obedience 4x> the laws and authority of the supreme 
Legislature, Assuring him that the members ef Parlia* 
ment were resolved to stand by him, at the hazard of 
their lives and ploperties, against all rebellious attempts,' 
and for the maintenance of the just rights of the 
Sovereign and of the two Houses of the Legislature. 
To this address Fox proposed an amendment acknow- 
ledging the receipt of certain papers, “ deploring that 
the information which the papers have afforded 
serves only to convince this House that the measures 
taken by his Majesty’s servants tend rather to widen 
than to heal the unhappy differences which have so 
long subsisted between Great Britain and Americii, 
and praying a speedy attention to the same.” Three 
hundred and four membera voted for the original 
motion; one hundred and five against it, and thus 
a civil war became inevitable. That Fox had done 
his utmost to avert the deplorable catastrophe was 
admitted by critics who were also his political oppo- 
nents. "Writing to Mr. Holroyd^ a few days after- 
wards, Gibbon said that Fox, “ taking the vast com- 
pass of the question before us, discovered powers for 
regular debate which neither his friends hoped nor 

his enemies dreaded.” 

• ^ 

Notwithstanding his defeat on this momentous 
occasion, he persevered in urging temperate courses 
and conciliatory action. He opposed the Bill intro- 
duced to punish the Province of Massachusetts ; he 
spoke and voted for Burke’s plan for conciliation ; he 
advocated the reception of a remonstrance from New 
York. 
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Alike , privdteiy sifid publicly he' was earnest ii^ . 
winning over others to join him.in tiie stand he m^e 
against the measures which had the King's approval. 
Lord OssCry and Mr. Fitzpatrick, the brothers of Lord 
Gower, he converted to his views. Both were induced 
to enter the. ranks of the Opposition. To Lord Ossory 
he wrote that, unless “ party does not blind me very 
mucK more than I am aware of, this is an occasion 
when a man not over-scrupulous ought to think for 
himself. It does not need surely the tenth part of 
your good sense to see how cruel and intolerable a 
thinfif it is to sacrifice thousands of lives almost without 
prospect of advantage.”* 

Shortly before the year closed he referred to the 
“ American Prohibitory Bill ” in the following im- 
pressive terms : — “ I wa^ in great hopes that the 
present Ministers had seen their error, and had given 
over coercion, and the idea of carrying on war with 
America by means of Acts of Parliament. In order 
to induce the Americans to submit to your Legislature, 
you pass laws agamst them, cruel and tyrannical in 
the extreme. If they complain of one law, your 
answer to their complaint is to pass another more 
rigorous than the former. But they arc in rebellion, 
you say ; if so, treat them as rebels are wont to be 
treated. Send out your fleets and armies against 
them, and subdue them ; but let them have no reason 
to complain of your laws. Show them that your laws 
are mild, just, and equitable — that they, therefore, are 
in the wrong, and deserve the punishment they meet 
with. Ihe very contrary of this has been your 
wretched policy. I have ever understood it as a first 

* Mfoioriuls, Tol. i., p. 140. 
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principle, that in rebellion you punish the individuals, 
but spare the country ; but in a war against the 
enemy, it is your policy to spare the individuals and 
lay waste the country. This last has been invariably 
your conduct against America.”* 

Others, who concurred in the views of Fox, were 
utterly cast down at the futility of the 'efforts made to 
influence the Ministers and to arrest them in their 
deplorable projects. Sir George Savile told Lord 
Bockingham he was sure “ we tend, by all we do, 
only to make the driving more ‘furious,” while the 
Duke of Richmond expressed his belief that the only 
thing which “can restore common sense to this 
country is feeling the dreadful consequences which 
must soon follow such diabolical measures.” Un- 
happily for this country, the hour of awakening was 
too long delayed. 

The war began in unpardonable blundering, was 
prosecuted with unprecedented incapacity, and ended in 
unparelleled disaster. The Ministry entirely miscon- 
ceived the nature of the resistance they had to expect; 
what they fancied was a local disturbance which a regi- 
ment of infantry might easily suppress and an Act of 
Parliament could effectually punish, was the uprising of 
an entire people in defence of their rights and for the 
acquisition of their independence. When the news 
came that the royal arms had met with severe 
checks, and that the Americans had declared them- 
selves independent. Fox was not surprised. The 
intelligence of some trifling successes in Canada did 
not make him alter his opinion ad to the ultimate 
issue. On the 24th of June, he assured Lord Ossory in 

♦ Speeches, vol. L, p. 



DISLIKES ALL ARBITRARY DEALINGS. 275 

writing, that he was ** still convinced the Americans will 
finally succeed, whether by victories or defeats.” Four 
months later the royalist victories at Long Island only 
made him declare to Lord Rockingham his opinion * 
that no countenance should be given to bardi measures 
against the Americans, and his hope that “ it wiU be a 
point of honour among us all to support the American 
j>retensions in adversity as much as we did in their 
pi osperity, and that we shall never desert those who 
have acted unsuccessjully upon Whig principles, while 
Ave continue to* profess our admiration of those who 
succeeded in the same principles in the year 1688.”* 

Arbitrary dealings with the colonists in the American 
Provinces, *evcn though approved by a majority in 
Parliament, were -as obnoxious to him as was the arbi- 
trary treatment of the nation by Charles the First and, 
James the Second in defiance of Parliament. The 
right of the people of England to resist and repel 
Charles and James was to his mind not more clearly 
(jstixblished that the right of the American colonists to 
disown and resfet the assumed supremacy of King 
George. In both cases, he considered the claims of 
the people superior to the pretensions of the Crown ; 
and just as the triumph of Charles the First and James 
the Second would have involved the destruction of 
English freedom, so he believed the triumph of George 
the Third would have been followed by the establish- 
ment of despotic sway, firstly over America and 
secondly over Great Britain. The maintenance of the 
British Constitution depended upon the successful 
assertion of American independence. 

He had already become a power in the House. 

* Memorials, toL p. 146. 



276 


CHARLES JAMES FOX. 

Gibbon records that one of Fox's speeches at this 
time was the most masterly he had ever heard ; that 
Thurlow and Wedderbum shrank from replying to 
it. The King evinces extreme hatred of Fox, and 
bears testimony to his pre-eminence by writing to 
Lord North on the 15th of November, 1776 : — 
“ I sincerely congratulate you on having [been] 
so little detained in the House of Commons 
this day ; indeed I had learnt from Lord Weymouth 
that Charles Fox had declared at Arthur’s last night 
that he should attend the business of the House 
this day, and either to-morrow or Sunday should set 
out for Paris, and not return till after the recess. I 
think therefore you cannot do better than bring as 
much forward during the time Parliament shall be 
assembled as can with propriety be done, as real busi- 
ness is never [so] well considered as when the attention 
of the House is not taken up by noisy declamations.”'^ 
By real business, George the Third meant having his 
own way. 

During this visit to Paris, in which Fox was accom- 
panied by Mr. Fitzpatrick, he became conspicuous for 
recklessness as a gamester and by the extent of his losses. 
It puzzled Madame du Dcfrand, whose acquaintance he 
made, to find him so entirely indifferent and good 
humoured under a burden of debts which must have been 
embarrassing and ought to have been fraught with warn- 
ing. On returning to his legislative duties at the begin-., 
ning of 1777, he found the Bockingham party, with 
which he had acted but of which he had noi|; formally 
become a member, dismayed at the events in America 
and disheartened about making any efiectual resistance 

* Correspondence of Geo. III. with Loid Noi th, vol. ii., p. 40. 
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to the Ministry. Its members resolved upon making a 
silent protest by formally absenting themselves fron\ 
Parliament Fox would not join in this secession, but 
attended the House and raised his voice against every 
measure calculated to envenom and protract the war. 
He had ample reason for adversely criticising the 
manner in which the aontest was conducted as well as 
for censuring the aims of its instigators and supporters. 
Against Lord George Germaine he delivered so bitter 
an invective that Lord North expressed his satisfaction 
in liaving not beCn the object of attack. During a visit 
to Ireland in the summer of this year, accompanied 
by Lord John Townshend, he made the personal 
acquaintance of Grattan. The freak of bathing in the 
Devil’s Punch Bowl, Jhrough which his companion and 
himself endangered their lives, made them the subjects 
of general talk and admiration for spirit and daring. 

'The predictions of Fox at the outset of the war re- 
ceived confirmation in the capitulation of General 
Burgoyue to General Gates at Saratoga. This disaster 
was commemorated in an epigram : — 

Burgoyne, unconscious of impending fates, 

Could cut his way through woods but not throu^ Gates.*' 

General Burgoyne, nicknamed the “ Chrononhoton- 
/ thologBs of War,” was a fluent writer of despatches 
and an incompetent officer; who ma intained with 
plausible self-sufliciency in the House of Commons, 
that he ought to have succeeded in his plans, and 
vrhose strategic movements terminated in the sm:- 
render of < himself and his army ; who wrote one good 
comedy, the Iteiress, and a proclamation to the Indians 
which it would 1)0 difficult to match for atrocity of 
sentiment. 
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The consequence of the surrender was to ensure the 
^independence of the thirteen Provinces, for France now 
thought fit to acknowledge and aid the young nation, 
incurring on behalf of the United States of America 
an expenditure of seventy-two millions sterling. 

Successive disasters inflamed Fox’s mind against 
their cause ; he denoiinced in *glowing language the 
Crown which inspired the policy and the Minister 
who carried it out, ascribing much of the evils he 
deplored to the indolence and yielding temper of the 
latter. In reply to such an attack,*Lord North said 
that, “as Fox had accused him of idleness, and of 
listening to flatterers, he passed a great deal of time in 
that House, where he could not be idle, "and it was 
plain he was not flattered.” A motion to consider 
the state of the nation was moved by Fo» on the 2nd 
February, 1778, in a speech lasting two hours and a 
half. He then recapitulated the events which 
preceded and marked the campaign, depicting the 
rashness, obstinacy, and incompetence of the Goven> 
ment in vivid and powerful terms. He said they 
“ mistook a single province for a whole continent ; 
they mistook the single province of Massachusetts Bay 
for the American empire. Virginia, a colony no less 
jealous of its rights, nor less warm in its sissertion of 
them, was entirely forgotten; it was not thought 
possible that any other colony should ujiite with 
Massachusetts. Now, whoever fights against ten 
men, and thinks he is only contending with one, will 
meet with more difficulties than if he was aware of 
the force brought against him ; for I believe I may 
lay it down as an undoubted maxim in politics that 
every attempt to crush an insuixection, with means 
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inadequate to the end, foments instead of suppressing 
it. . The case here was, you took a great object for a 
smal^one; you took thirteen provinces for one ; and 
hot only that, you imagined the other twelve were 
with you, when the very act you were then doing 
made those twelve equally hostile ; for another mis- 
fortune at this time was the taking a violent step 
against the town of Boston. If America was not be- 
fore sufficiently united in a determined resistance to 
the claims of this country, this measure made all 
America combined. ; they were all from that moment 
imited with the town of Boston, which might have 
been before the object of the jealousy of the rest.”* 

No attempt was made to answer this scathing 
indictment: on a division, 165 voted with Fox; a 
minority so large as to astonish and terrify the Govern- 
ment. Of the impression made on contemporaries by 
this speech, the best account is that given by Walpole, 
in a letter to Mason : — “ Charles Fox has tumbled Old 
Saturn [Chatham] from the throne of oratory, and if 
he has not all the .dazzHng lustre, has much more of 
the solid materials. They say -nothing ever excelled 
his oration against the unfortunate Minister [North], 
who was truly unfortunate that day, for had Lord 
George Germaine been present, the thunder had 
fallen on him. Charles’s speech on Monday was as 
marvellous for method and memory, and was really 
unanswerable, for not one of the Ministers knew what 
to say, and so said nothing, and that silence cost them 
many votes. ’’f 

In narrating these proceedings to Mr. Fitzpatrick, 

* Speecihes, toI. i,, p. 104. 

t Widpole's Letters, Cuimi&gluuu’B Edition, rol. vii., p. '23. 
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'then in America, Fox said he thought the divi> 
don “ a ' very good one compared with the past, but 
a very bad one in my mind conddering th| cir- 
cumstances of the country.” What the Ministry 
' intended doing he could not guess, unless it were to 
keep their places \ he considered that “ they know as 
little how to make peace as war.” He also intimated 
his conviction, which was perfectly confirmed by 
results, that the Opposition will “ so far succeed as to 
get great divisions in the House of Commons, and to 
convince all the world that the Ministers deserve all 
possible contempt ; but when we have done that, we 
shall have done all we can do, and that the Ministers, 
' though despised everywhere and by everybody, will 
still continue Ministers.” * 

A few days after this sj)eech was delivered, Lord 
North produced consternation among his followers by 
introducing a Bill conceding to the Ameiieans all 
that tliey had asked and all, that had been refused to 
them a few years previously ; a Bill resembling in its 
main provisions the scheme which, two yeara earlier, 
Burke, in a speech which ranks among his master- 
pieces, vainly implored the House to accept. The plan 
had the fatal defect of appearing too libend to the 
extivme war party in this comitry, and in being too 
niggardly in the opinion of the Americans. Coming 
too late, it was a confession of weakness rather than 
a soothing and giatifying concession. Lord North, 
being conscious of his inability to cany on the contest 
with any hope of success, requested tlie King's per- 
mission to resign. The King, who would not willingly 
part with a Minister so much after his own heart, re- 

* Meinoiialb, vol, i., jip. IGtJ, WJ. 
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fused to accept his resignation, but agreed to the 
reconstitution of the IVlinistiy. He wrote to his 
favourite Minister that any persons would be accepted 
who would strengthen the Administration ; that he 
W'ould “ not object to Lord Shelburne and Mr. Barre, 
who personally, perhaps, I dislike as much as 
Alderman Wilkes.”' Even Lord Chatham was admis- 
sible, provided he consented to serve through the 
intermediary of Lord North, the King solemnly 
declaring than he would not sec him till the Ministry 
Avas formed, and adding the following words, which 
need no comment “ 1 do not expect Lord Chatham 
and his crew will come to your assistance.”* In 
another lette]*, the King styles Lord Chatham “ that 
I)erlidiousman.” Three weeks later, Chatham had the 
seizure in the House of^ Lords which was speedily fol- 
lowed by his deccjise. On hearing that his illustrious 
subject was sick unto death, the King’s fiist impression 
was not regret for an impending loss, but was mani- 
fested in the following suggestion to LoiaI North; — 

*' May not the political exit of Lord Chatham incline 
you to continue at the head of my affairs \ ” 

What George the Third dreaded, should Lord North 
resign, was foiming a new Ministry &om the ranks of 
the Opposition, a Ministry which would inevitably ter- 
minate the war with America on the best terms that 
could be obtained. Now, to end the war with the 
recognition of Ameiican independence was what the 
King most heartily disliked. His feelings on this 
head were expressed to Lord North without Jiny 
reserve or disguise : — “ No consideration in life sliall 
make me stoop to Opposition. 1 am still ready 

* Quoted iu Momoiictla, voL i., p. 
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to accept any part of them that will come to the 
assistance of my present efficient Ministers ; but whilst 
any ten men in the kingdom will stand by me, I will 
not give myself up iuto bondage. My dear lord, I will 
rather risk my crown than do what I think personally 
disgraceful ; and whilst I have no wish but for the 
good and prosperity of my country, it is impossible 
that the nation shall not stand by me ; if they will 
not, they shall have another king, for I will never 
put my hand to what would make me miserable to the 
last hour of my life.” * 

While Lord North frequently pleaded in abject 
terms for permission to resign and as frequently 
yielded with a foolish pliancy to the Kftig’s entreaties 
to remain at the head of the Government, and while 
the King expressed his resolve never to end the 
war so long as the Americans claimed their independ- 
ence, the result, which w'as daily becoming more certain, 
had been placed beyond all probability of change by 
the treaty of peace and amity concluded between 
France and the United States of America. Mr. Fitz- 
patrick, on his return from America, told the House of 
Commons that the conciliatory scheme of Lord North, 
deemed by many a measure of extreme concession, 
had occasioned the greatest dissatisfaction in the 
royal army, and had excited the contempt of the 
American people. General Burgoyne, who had now 
returned from the scene of his terrible humiliation, in- 
formed the House that he was ready to make disclosures 
which “would astonish everybody.” Influenced by 
these considerations. Fox made a telling speech when 
the House re-assembled in November, and gave the 

• Corrcs2>ondGuco with Lord North, vol. ii., p. 153. 
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following sensible advice to the IMinistry : — “ My 
opinion is for withdrawing your forces from America 
entirely, for a defensive wax you can never think of ; 
a defensive war yjould ruin this nation at any time, 
and in any circumstances. An offensive war is 
pointed out as proper for this country. Our situation 
points it out, and the spirit of the nation impels us to 
attack rather than defence. Attack France, then, for 
she is your object ; the nature of the war with her is 
quite different. The war against America is against 
your own countrymen ; that against France is against 
your inveterate enemy and rival. Every blow you 
strike in America is against yourselves, even though 
you should be able, which you never will be, to force 
them to submit Every stroke against France is of 
advantage to you ; the more you lower her scale, the 
more your own rises, and' the more the Americans will 
be detached from her as useless to them. Even your 
victories over America are favourable to France, from 
what they must cost you in men and money ; your 
victories over Franco Vill be felt by her ally. America 
must be conquered in France ; France can never be 
conquered in America.” * It is noteworthy that the 
King made a suggestion to the same effect as that 
contained in the closing sentences of the foregoing 
extract ; the only valuable suggestion which pro- 
ceeded from him in the whole course of the contest ; 
but, unlike his unwise and impracticable views, it 
remained unheeded and ineffectual. For the moment 
he was satisfied. Lord North having been induced to 
continue Premier, and Thurlow having consented to 
become Lord Chancellor. 


* Spcoclies^ Tol, i,, p. 13C, 



.284 


CHARLES JAMES FOX. 


Public attention was temporarily diverted from the 
war to the trial of Admiral Keppel, which began early 
in 1 779. The court-martial upon Keppel was beld in 
oonsequence of an accusation of cowardice preferred 
by Sir Hugh Falliser, his second in command, at 
the engagement with the French fleet, commanded 
by Admiral C^jfunt d’Orvilliers, off Ushant. Keppel 
had accompanied Lord Anson in his voyage round 
the world ; be was accounted a good seamtin ; he 
was known to be a warm politician and a thorough 
Whig. PaUiser, on the other hand, was a favourite at 
Court, and a constant supporter of every government 
which had the King’s approval and confidence.- It was 
supposed that in the present case, as in that of Admiral 
Byng, a sacrifice was about to be made of a man who 
was obnoxious to the Ministers, in order to veil their 
own incompetence. Party spirit ran high ; to acquit 
Keppel was indirectly to censure the Government. The 
accused Admiral, in a manly speech, exculpated liim- 
self to the satisfaction of every impartial listener. He 
told the court, with great truth and effect, that his 
“forty years’ endeavours were not marked by the 
possession of any one favour from the Crown except 
that of its confidence in time of danger.” He was 
honourably acquitted, and his accuser was generally 
regarded as having preferred an unfounded charge in 
order to gratify malicious party feelings. When the 
news of the acquittal reached London, thousands of 
houses were illuminated, cither to testify the general 
joy or out of fear of the mob that broke the windows 
in which no lights appeared. The gates of the 
Admiralty were forced, the windows demolished, and 
I^rd Sandwich, the first Loixl, coinf»cllcd to flee for 
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bis life, in company with his mistresa It was said that 
Fox, Mr. T. Grenville, Lord Derby, and the Duke of 
Ancaster were among the riotera Sir Hugh Palliser 
made what was believed to be a virtual admisaion 
of guilt by resigning his seat at the Admiralty, 
his Governorship of Scarborough Castle, and his 
Lieutenant-generalship of the Marine|| Keppel re- 
ceived the thanks of the House of Commona 

The proceedings against Keppel, the unpopularity 
of the Ministry, the unabated desire of Lord North 
to quit ofl&ce, led to repeated overtures on the 
part of the Court to members of the Opposition. 
To Fox personally, the way* to power was open 
and easy, provided only he would renounce his 
opposition to the war. , Referring to what had 
occurred the previous year, Mr. Hare thus WTites to 
George Sclwyn : — “ A great pait of the Opposition have 
certainly had offers of coming in, but not in terms 
that they like, and I do think it does Charles, or ought 
to do him, groat credit, that under all his distresses 
he never thinks of accepting a place on terms that arc 
in the least degree disreputable ; and I assure you, 
upon my honour, that he has had many flattering 
terms made him more than once of late, and has 
never for a moment hesitated about rejecting them.”* 
While he was not, as he states in a letter to 
Lord Rockingham, “personally over-eager to accept 
office,” he was at the same time anxious that the Whig 
leaders should not be too uncompromising in their con- 
ditions and conduct. In the same letter, he very 
sensibly remarks, it has always been his opinion “ that 
power (whether over a people or a king) obtained by 

* George Solwyii arifl his Contemporaries, vol. iii., p. 2J>2. 
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gentle means, by the goodwill of the person to be 
governed, and, above all, by degrees rather ij^han by a 
sudden exertion of strength, is in its nature more 
duAible and firm, than any advantage that can be 
obtained by contrary means.” * 

Whilst these negotiations were in progress. Lord 
North met witil a defeat in the House of Commons, 
which confirmed him in his determination to retire. 
A majority of 158 to 143 gave leave to bring in a 
Bill forbidding contractors to sit in Parliament, and 
this vote was given in spite ofXord North’s declared 
opposition to the proposal. Commenting upon the 
vote, the King expresfed his own opinion, and at the 
same time exhibited what his views were of constitu- 
tional procedure : — “ I am .soiry Lord North takes so 
much to heart the division of this day ; I am con- 
vinced this country will never regain a proper tone 
unless Ministers, as in the reign of King William, will 
not mind being now and then in a minority, par- 
ticularly on subjects that have always carried some 
weight with popular opinions. If it comes to the 
worst, the Bill will be thrown out in the House of 
Lords.” f George the Third was not more ready to 
sanction extreme courses and to exercise arbitrary 
mie, than he was to look to the House of Lords to aid 
him by a vote in opposing all the popular measures 
he dreaded and detested. On this occasion, the Peers 
meekly deferred to the King’s wishes, and rejected 
the Bill by 57 to 41. Lord Hillsborough, Secretary of 
State, laughed to scorn the reforming temper of the 
Commons, caUing it virtue run mad.” | 

♦ Memorials, vol. i., p. 207. 

t Correspondenoe with Lord North, vol, ii., p. 228. 

t Last Journals of Horace Walpole, vol. ii., p. 397. 
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The necessity for strengthening the Government 
became so clear that Lord Thurlow was specially em- 
powered by the King to enter into communication 
with the leaders of the Opposition, in ordeft that 
efficient substitutes might be found for Lord North 
and others who shared his unpopularity. The advances 
on the one side were met by peren|f>tory refusals on 
the other. This might have been expected, seeing 
that the basis of negotiations, as stated in the follow- 
ing letter from the King, .was such as to render a 
real and salutary * change altogether hopeless. He 
declared himself willing “ to blot from his remem- 
brance any events that may^ave displeased him, and 
to admit into* hie confidence and service any men of 
public spirit or talent^ who will join with part of 
his present Ministry in forming one on a more 
enlarged plan, provided it be understood that every 
means are to [be] employed to keep the empire 
entire, to prosecute the present just and unprovoked 
war in all its bra'hches with the utmost vigour, and 
that his Majesty’s* past measures be treated with 
proper respect.” * His desire was that of all arbitrary 
rulers — to have servants who rank the pleasure of 
their Sovereign above the service of their country. 

During the summer of this year the nation urgently 
felt the want of a great Ministry to guide its destinies. 
For severqj weeks, the combined fleets of France and 
Spain rode triumphant in the Channel and threatened 
Plymouth. Not even at the time when the Armada 
approached these shores was our fleet in more imminent 
peril of destruction, or a successful landing more pro- 
bable. It* seemed, indeed, as • if the enemy were un- 
* Correspoiidenoe with Loxd North, yol. ii., p. 329. 
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aware of the ease, with whieh they could effect th^ 
purpose*; for; instead of taking advantage of the oppor- 
tunity, the combined fleets cruised about, made a 
menading demonstration, and then sailed away without 
having fired a shot. 

"When Parliament met in the autumn, Mr. Adam, a 
member of the Opposition, stated his intention of 
taking his place among the supporters of the Govern- 
ment. Commenting upon this. Fox said that Mr. 
Adam, “ at the beginning of the last session, thought 
tlie Ministers wrong; but the operations of the last 
campaign liad taught him to think that Ministers were 
right ; or, in other wordi, that, having once thought 
ill of them, a line of conduct still more disgraceful, 
more infamous, more destructive and ruinous, had at 
once done away the bad impression which their leas 
humiliating and less mischievous conduct challenged, 
and had determined him to support them. This, he 
would be bold to say, was soaring to the very summit 
of political paradox and parliamentary enigma.” For 
these and other strong expressions of opinion, Mr. 
Adam sent a challenge to Fox. They fought with 
pistols, two rounds being fired ; at the second, Fox 
was shot in the stomach. Then, in accordance with 
the manners of the age, he intimated that he meant 
nothing personal to Mr. Adam, who declared liimself 
perfectly satisfied. On grounds which appe^cd equally 
rational to contemporaries and childish to us. Lord 
Shelburne fought with Fullerton, Pitt with Tierney, 
Canning with Lord Castlerea^h. What puzzles sensible 
people now is that the explanations which were readily 
accepted as perfectly satisfactory after pistdl shots had 
been exchanged, with or without blood being shed. 
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could not have been made in the first instance and 
the firing dispensed with. However absui^ these pro- 
ceedings appear 'now, they^ were ‘regarded as quite 
proper and commendable a century ago, ^ and Fox 
gained additional popularity from his duel. < Mr. Adam, 
having failed to kill him, afterwards became Ins 
intimate and attached fnend. 

On the 6th of December, being his first appearance 
in the House after the duel, lie made a repty to Mr. 
Dundas on the motion about discontents in Ireland, 
of which the reporter says, “ It would be a vain at- 
tempt to endeavour to follow the honourable gentle- 
man through a speech whiqj^ took an hour and a 
half in the ddivory, and which was delivered with 
a rapidity of utterauet*, a flow of language, and 
in a strain of oratory rarely equalled.” Unsatisfactory 
as this avowal is to readers who desire to judge for 
themselves as to the speech, yet the tone and views of 
the speaker may be distinctly inferred from the 
following extract. After animadverting on the inflam- 
matory part of Mr. Duudas’s speech. Fox ascribed the 
prevailing mischief to the contest in which the country 
had rashly embarked. “It was that accursed war 
that had led us, step by step, into all our present mis- 
fortunes and national disgraces. What was the cause 
of our wasting forty millions of money and sixty thou- 
sand lives ? The American war. What was it that 
produced the French rescript and a French war ? 
The A^^i^can war. What was it that produced the 
Spanish manifesto and Spanish war 1 The American 
war. What was it that armed 42,000 men in Ireland 
wdth the arguments carried on the point of 42,000 
bayonets ? The American war. For what were wo 
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about to incur an additional debt of twelve or fourteen 
millions ? That accursed, diabolical, and cruel Ameri- 
can war.” • . * * 

Though the majority in Parliament enabled the 
Ministry to persist in a vain attempt to coerce the 
Americans, and the policy of the Court had the appa-. 
rent sanction of the representatives of the nation, yet 
popular feeling ran high against the great and increas- 
ing power of the Crown. The freeholders of York- 
shire met a^d agreed to petition for a redress of 
grievances and a reform in Parliament In other 
counties, such as Sussex, Hertfordshire, Cheshire, 
Devonshire, Essex, Bedfordshire, Dorsetshire, Bucking- 
hamshire, this example was speedily followed. In 
Devonshire a resort to force, if necessary, was contem- 
plated, a fund being voted fo^ buying arms-f 

The electors of the city of Westminster met for the 
same object in Westminster Hall on the 2nd of 
February, 1780. -It was estimated that three thou- 
sand persons were present. Conspicuous among the 
number were the Duke of Portland, Wilkes, Earl 
Temple, Sawbridge, Burgoyne, and Burke. Fox took 
the chair and delivered a splendid harangue. A peti- 
tion similar to that from the county of York was 
adopted. Before the proceedings terminated, it was 
proposed and carried by acclamation that Fox, 
then lauded as the “ Man of the People,” should be 
one of the future candidates for Westminster. Wal- 
pole records that “ Wilkes was his zealous advocate,” 
and points the irony of events by adding, “ How few 
years since a public breakfast was given at Holland 

♦ Speeches, vol. i., p. 216 . 

t Walpole's Memoirs of the Beign of George IIT., vol. ii., p. 30, 
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House to support Colonel Luttrel against Wilkes ! ” * 
The popularity Fox now enjoyed, excited the wonder 
of Walpole, who states that, when dismissed from 
Lord North’s Ministry six years previously, “ his 
character was so decried that the mob believed he 
was turned out for robbing the Treasury.” f It is 
surprising, however, that the legacy of opprobrium left 
to him by his father, coupled with his own reckless 
habits of life, should not have weighed longer and 
more heavily upon him. That he shoulcji^ soon have 
inspired entire confidence in his honesty of conduct 
and liberality of purpose proves how vigorous had 
been his opposition to the policy of the Govern- 
ment and th(f Court. In a speech delivered on the 
5th of April in the same place, he denounced the 
manner in which the country was then governed, 
declared himself in favour of a thorough reform in the 
representation of the people, including triennial or 
even annual Parliaments. His lincle, the Duke of 
Eichmond, went even further ; he advocated universal 
suffrage. 

This zeal on behalf of the people exposed him to 
angry taunts and to frequent charges of inconsistency. 
His conduct with respect to the Middlesex election 
being contrasted by Mr. Dundaa with his conduct 
now, his answer was an appeal “ to the recollection of 
every man in the House who was present at the time, 
whether he did not, in the opinion which he gave in 
the affairs of the Middlesex election, build all his aigu- 
ments on the power of the people. Every topic which 
he urged was founded on this popular and proper 
• 

♦ Cunningh jin’s Edition of Walpole’s Letters, voL viL, p. 328* 

t Last Journals of IToraco Wa4)olo, vol. i,, p. 321. 
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doctrine, and was intended to maintain the power of 
the people in opposition to that of the Crown and the 
House of Lords.” He stated in the same speech 
that “ there was no man who had been more syste- 
matic in his opinions and in his conduct than himself. 
The noble lord in the blue ribbon [Lord North] would 
do him the justice to say so. It was his fault and his 
misfortune to be too stubborn in his temper, too 
much indisposed to the courting of popularity, and too 
much matcl^ and wedded to his opinions when 
formed.” * As he w^as frequently accused of incon- 
sistency in this matter, and as tlic reports of what he 
said at the time are very imperfect, this defence, mad»' 
when the proceedings were still rcmemlicred by thost* 
who had listened to him, renders it quite certain that 
his ^arly union with Lord Norfli was not intimate and 
binding. 

The speech, in which he repeUed the foregoing 
charges, was delivered in support of the famous motion 
by Dunning, to the effect “ that the influence of tlio 
Crown has increased, is increasing, and ought to bo 
diminished.” An amendment moved by Dundas, to 
prefix to the motion the words, “ It is now necessary 
to declare,” was, contrary to the expectation of the 
Government, accepted by Fox on the part of the 
Opposition, and the motion, as amended, was carried 
by 233 to 215. About three weeks later, another 
motion against dissolving Parliament before efiect 
had been given to that just named, was moved by 
Dunning and lost ; the Court having employed the 
interval in obtaining recruits by the means commonly 
employed in those days. Supporting this motion, Fox 

^ Spoechee, yol. i., p. 256. 
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noticed remarks made by Lord Hillsborourgh, reflect- 
ing on the private vices of members of the Opposition 
in the House of Commons, and made the following 
avowal : — “ He was as ready as any man to own that 
gaming was a vice, but surely he had a right to say 
it was a vice countenanced by the fashion of the 
times — a vice to which some of the greatest cha- 
racters had given way in the early part of their lives, 
and a vice which carried with it its own punish- 
ment, and entailed a curse upon thoSe who were 
addicted to it.” * 

The disgraceful episode of the Gordon riots tem- 
porarily yet eficctually checked the movement for 
reform, and indirctly strengthened the position of the 
Government. \Miother fanatic or madman. Lord 
George Gordon was tlie cause of a riot in wfiich 
hundreds of lives were lost 'and an incalculable 
amount of property destroyed. His followers, who 
professed an ardent attachment to Protestantism, 
were energetic in burning and plundering houses. 
No person of sense can refuse to concur with Walpole 
in abhorring “such Protestantism tis breathes the 
soul of Popery, and commences a reformation by 
atttmptiug a massacre.” At this crisis, George the 
Third displayed judicious and praiseworthy firmness. 
By oidering the soldiers to attack the rioters, whom 
the supineness of the magistrates had suffered to 
become almost masters of London, he probably saved 
the capital from being sacked. 

Utterly incompetent to deal with this outburst of 
lawlessness. Lord North showed much genuine nobility 
of scntimeift when .the danger was over, imd the panic- 

* Speocho8, vol, i, p. 2*54. 
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stricken members of his party were longing to make 
scapegoats of the Eoman Catholics. Declaring that he 
was not disposed to. withdraw any portion of the tolera- 
tion which the Roman Catholics enjoyed, he received 
from Fox a splendid tribute for rising superior to his 
position, and displaying a really enlightened mind. 
Fox himself, in what Walpole calls “ one of his finest 
speeches,” strongly opposed harsh measures against 
the Roman Catholics, and uttered the following 
confession of political faith : — “ He was a friend to 
universal toleration, and an enemy to that narrow 
way of thinking that made men come to Parliamenr, 
not for the removal of some great gijevances which 
they themselves felt, but to desire Parliament to 
shackle and fetter their fellow-subjects. . . . He 

declared himself against everything that had the least 
tendency to bridle and restrain liberty of conscience.” * 

Parliament was dissolved on the 1st of September, 
1780. Fox was a candidate for Westminster, where 

I 

he was opposed by Lord Lincohij the nominee of the 
Court. Shortly before this, the Eang wrote that “ Fox 
never had any principle, and can therefore act as his 
interest may guide him ; ” at the same time refusing 
his sanction Ho a projected Administration in which 
Fox should have a leading place. To hinder his elec- 
tion for Westminster was now the aim of the Monarch. 
Eight thousand pounds were expended out of the civil 
list, in order to procure the return of Lord Lincoln 
instead of Fox ; but the victory of the “ Man of the 
People” was secured in spite of royal cajolery and 
lavish bribery. 

Admiral Keppel was a candidate to represent the 

• Speeches, vol. i., p. 277. 
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royal borougli of Windsor. He lost Jus election by 9 . 
small majority. The King openly canvassed for his 
opponent, “yet, meeting him on the terrace there, 
told him he hoped he would cany his election.”* 
The bias of the King was so well known that, just as 
at an earlier date the young Prince of Wales found 
that the best way to annoy his father was to shout 
“ Wilkes and No. 45 for ever,” so now the young Duke 
of Sussex found he could do likewise by wearing the 
Kcppel colours. For this, he was locked up in the 
nursery. Notwithstanding the Admiral’s failure at 
Windsor, he was not excluded from Parliament. The 
freeholders of Surrey, though he had no interest or 
stjike in the county, returned him without solicitation 
us one of their representatives in the House of 
Commons. • 

In the debate oh the Address after the new 
Parliament met in* November, Fox reiterated his con- 
demnation of the American war, and declared that 
he “ would not thank his own brother, who was now 
serving in Amcrica,‘for any success he might obtain. 
As long as he lived he would never join in a vote of 
thanks to any officer whose laurels were gathered in 
the American war ; and his reason was, that he hated 
and detested the war ; he regarded it as the fountain- 
head of all the mischief and all the calamities which 
this miserable country laboured under at this mo- 
ment.” Early in 1781, he moved a resolution con- 
demnatory of the appointment of Sir Hugh Palliser as 
governor of Greenwich Hospital The resolution 
was inspired by objections to the principle of the 
appointment rather than by any personal antipathy. 

* Last Journals of Horace Walpolo, vol. ii., p. 42 (>. 
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Fox affirmed that ‘*he knew not that man on 
earth against whom he harboured the least personal 
enmity.” An amendment, moved by Lord North, 
was, ^rried by a Sonsiderable majority. Yet the 
motion, which was declared by the Ministry to be 
utterly obnoxious and wholly inadmissible, was en- 
tirely incorporated with this amendment. The King 
*was as satisfied with the result as he was incensed 
against the proposer of the original motion^ he wrote 
to Lord North, “The question proposed by Mr. Fox 
on the appointment of Sjr Hugh PaUiser to the 
government of Greenwich Hospital was unju.st and 
indecent, as everything that comes from that quarter 
naturally must be expected ; the amendment as j)roper 
and putting everything in its true light, as the author 
- o^ it will always wish to act ; the majority very 
handsome.” * 

A debate on Burke’s Bill for the reduction of 
the Civil List, which took place on the 26th of 
February, was rendered remarkable by the first 
appearance in debate of the secoiid son of the Earl 
of Chatham. His speech was declared by Lord 
North to be the best first speech he had over heard ; 
it was welcomed with the greater cordijility by L’ox 
because it ably supported the view of the Opposi- 
tion. He warmly congratulated William Pitt ; while 
doing so, an old meml)er, said to lie General Gruit, 
remarked, “Aye, Mr. Fox, you are praising young 
Pitt for his speech. You may well do so ; for, except- 
ing yourself, there's no man in the House can make 
such another ; and, old as I am, 1 expect and hope to 
hear you both battling it within these walls as I have 
* Conespondence with (iord North, Tol. u., p. 35. 



WILLIAM PITTS PHlST SPEECH, ' . 

• * * ♦ 

done your fathers before you." With great tact and 
delicacy, Pitt, coming to the rdscue of Fox, who was 
disconcerted by the dubious eompliment, replied, “ I 
have no doubt, general, you would like to attain the * 
age of Methuselah.” * If the general bad but lived 
four years longer, he woul<^ have seen the two men 
battling, as their fathers had done before them, and 
have heard Fox address the following reproaches to* 
Pitt : — “ Ke had always wished to stand well with the 
right honourable gentleman. .Hfe remembered the day 
he had first congratulated fhe House on the acquisition 
of his abilities ; it had been his pride to fight side by 
side Avith him the battles of the Constitution, little 
thinking that he would one day desert his principles, 
and lend himself to be. the instrument of that secret 
influence AA’liich they had l>oth combated so success- • 
fully. Ho might have been prepared to ‘find a 
formidable rival ki the right hon. gentleman — a rival • 
tliat would leave him far behind in the pursuit of 
ghuy — but he ntver could have e\j)cctcd that he 
uould have descended so low as to be the persecutor 
<.>f any man. 1 fancied 1 saw in him so mu( h gene- 
ro.sity of soul, so much cleAation of mind, that so 
grovelling a psission as malice could not have found 
ail asylum in his heart.’’ f 

On the 12th of June, he moved for a Committee to 
take into considenition the State of the American War. 
The speech ended Avith a prediction which was A’eri- 
fied almost to the letter : — “ Like the Crusaders in 
the holy Avar, Avho Avent to fight for the sepulchre 
of our Saviour, and to possess Palestine, in order to 


* Momdriiilb, vol. i., p. 2(>2. 
t Speeches, vol. iii.» p. 31. 
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have the honour of guarding the sepulchre, though 
the body had been translated to another place for 
many jcenturies, the present Ministers, treading in 
the footsteps of those bloody and senseless zealots, 
still continued to contend for the possession of an 
empty sepulchre : they had relinquished taxation ; 
they had given up legislation ; they had even ofiFered 
to pay the debts of the Americans ; and, instead 
of giving them laws, of receiving laws from them ; 
but yet this holy land was to be made the sc-enc of a 
holy war, because at a former period they told Parlia- 
ment and the nation, that they would tax and make 
laws for America ... I did not^hear a word 
said against my motion, but that it would lead to 
American independence ; all therefore I have to do is, 
to answer that objection by taking upon me to predict 
that Ministers themsdves, in the course of six months 
from this day, will offer some proposition similar to 
that which I have taken the liberty to submit to the 
House.”* 

While leading the opposition to the Ministry, he 
was hardly less conspicuous in the pursuit of plea- 
sure. Writing to Sir Horace Mann, Walpole says : — 
“ Mr. Fox is the first figure in all the places I have 
mentioned ; the hero in Parliament, at the gaming- 
table, at Newmarket. Last week he passed four-and- 
twenty hours without interruption at all three, or on 
the road from one to the other ; and ill the whole 
time, for he has a bad constitution, and treats it as if 
he had been dipped in the immortal river : but I 
doubt his heel at least will be vulnerable.” f 

t Speeches, vol, i., p. :397. 

t Walpole’s Letters, vol. viii., p. 41 . 
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The natural results of his devotion to gaming, were 
embarrassments which led to the sale of his effects. 
On the 20th of June, 1781, his library was. sgld by 
auction ; among the books was a presentation copy 
of the first volume of Gibbon’s Decline and Falli 
with the following entry on the fly-leaf : — “ The author, 
at Brooke’s, said that there was no salvation for this 
country till six heads of the principal persons in the 
Administration were laid on the table ; eleven d.ays 
after, this same gentleman accepted the place of Lord 
of Trade, under those vei^ Ministers, and has acted 
with them ever since.” That this entry should have 
made the volume fetch the price of three guineas, ex- 
cites AValpole’s amazement. Were the volume put 
up for sale now, no bidder would have any chance of 
acquiring it on such easy terms. The anecdote itself is 
interesting as showing tliat Gibbon was as ready to 
sacrifice principles for office as men far less erudite 
and able. Another one discredits his sincerity in a 
greater degree, fn 1777, when the majority for con- 
tinuing hostilities 'with America, as sho\^ffi by the 
vote on the Address, wjis 243 to 86, Gibbon told 
Wal^wlc soon afterwards “ he was convinced that, 
if it had not been for shame, there were not twenty 
men in the House but were ready to vote for peace.” 
AValpolc’s comment is that he did not “think it very 
decent in so sensible a man to support the war, and 
make such a confession.”* 

What the eloquence of Fo.x could not accomplish, 
and could hardly accelerate, Avas effected by the irre- 
sistible current of events. No disaster, however, could 
induce the King to say that the hour had arrived for 

* La»t Joui'nals of Ilorauo Walpole, vol. ii., p. 
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making peace with America. He wrote to Lord Nortlx 
that “the getting of a peace at the expense of a 
separation from America is a step to which no 
difficulties shall ever get me to be in the smallest 
degree an instrument.”* The surrender of Lord 
Cornwallis did not damp his ardour for continuing 
the contest; he professed himself ready to sacrifice 
the last of his soldiers rather than yield. Being 
acquainted with the monarch’s fatal obstinacy, Fox 
wrote to Fitzpatrick, “ It is intolerable to think that 
it should be in the power of one blockhead to do 
so much mischief ; ” and said in the House of Com- 
mons, “he was glad to find that he had discovered 
who the evil spirit was that conducted all our mischief : 
it was a person higher than the noble Lord in the 
blue ribbon ; for the noble Lord was only his puppet, 
and acted as he was told.” f Lord George Germaine, 
who, as ‘Wilkes had wittily and truly said, might 
conquer America, “but not in Germany,” saw that 
the end was approaching, that the recognition of 
American* independence was inevitable ; and, refus- 
ing his countenance to such a measure, he resigned 
office. The King, to mark approval of his conduct 
and sentiments, raised him to the peerage, with the 
title of Viscount Sackville, and informed Lord North, 
“ I shall only add, that on one material point I shall 
aver coincide with Lord George Germaine, that is, 
against a separation from America, and I shall never 
lose an opportunity of declaring that no consideration 
shall ever make me in the smallest degree an instru- 
ment in a measure that I am confident would 

♦ Corrcspondenco with Lord North, vol. ii., p. 398, 

t Speeches, yol. ii., p. 29. 
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annihilate Jlic rank in which this empire stands 
among the European States, and would render my 
situation in this country below continuing an object 
with me.” * 

Despite the incapacity of George the Third to read 
the signs of the times, and his refusal to occupy 
with grace the position which the misfortunes of war, 
changes in public opinion and within the walls of 
Parliament, hsul prepared for him, the inevitable end 
arrived. After having been Premier for twelve years. 
Lord North notified his resignation, and that of his 
colleagues, on the 20th March, 1782; from this day 
dates the virtual acknowledgment by this country 
that the thirteen Provinces of North America had 
conquered a place among the nations of the earth. 
However unwelcome such an event might be to 
desponding patriots and arrogant comtiers, all good 
men rejoiced, inasmuch as it was far preferable to the 
continuance of the least excusable, the most unnatural, 
and, till eclipsed • by another struggle on the same 
continent, the bloodiest and most costly civil war 
ever waged by English-speaking men. 

Lonl North, the Minister responsible for this war, 
was in his thirty-eighth year' when he accepted the 
office of First Lord of the Treasury, which the 
Duke of Grafton felt he could no longer hold 
■with benefit to the country aird with honour to 
himself. His appearance at that time is vividly 
depicted by Walpole : — “ Nothing could be more 
coarse or clumsy or ungracious than his outside. 
Two large prominent eyes that rolled about to no 


* Oorrospondenoo with Lord North, vul. ii., p. 4i)U. 
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purpose (for he was utterly short-sight^), a wide 
mouth, thick lips, and inflated visage, gave him 
the air of a blind trumpeter. A deep untiyiable 
voice, which, instead of modulating, he enforced with 
unnecessary pomp, a total neglect of his person, and 
ignorance of every civil attention, disgusted all who 
judge by appearance, or withhold their approbation till 
it is courted. But within that rude casket were enclosed 
many useful talents. He had much wit, good-humour, 
strong natural sense, assurance, and promptness, both 
of conception and executioip.”* Another contemporary, 
as competent as Walpole to form an opinion, and far 
less fond of mere scandal, bears testimony that, “ the 
word ‘ gentleman ’ was never applied tef any person in 
a higher degree, or more generally, than it was to 
Lord North, and all he said or did in the House 
of CJommons,” and that “ among his political adver- 
saries he had not a single enemy.” f 

His greatest fault was indolence ; his most serious 
shortcoming was irresolution. Mr. Eden, writing of 
him during an excursion in the country, says “he 
is just as undecided in a party of pleasure as ho 
is in any other party.” Yet he was a welcome 
guest everywhere. In an age of wits, he had few equals 
in repartee. Nothing could be happier than his reply 
to Sheridan, who told him that he had taken a new 
house, and that henceforth everything would go on 
like clockwork. "Aye,” said his lordship, "tick, tick.” 
TTa-onab Moore, who once met him in company, 
relates that he “was delightfully entertaining, and 
told some excellent stories, at which he has a very 

* Memoirs of the of George III,, vol. iv., p. 78. 

t Beoiimscences of Charles Butler, yol. i., p. 156. 
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great talent ; possessing in perfection the art of grave 
humour.” ♦ 

The secret of Lord Noilh’s power as a Minister was 
not his subserviency to the King, but his extraordinary 
tact in managing the House of Commons. This is an 
art which, in the leader of our great popular assembly, is 
worth more than genius ; for men of undoubted genius 
have utterly failed to acquire the command of that 
House, even when obtaining votes of confidence. 
In the old bad days of corruption the men who 
bribed the highest were, not the most stable and 
powerful leaders. Henry Fox was as lavish with 
the money of the State as any of his predeeessors, yet 
he never held the place in the esteem of the House 
which Sir Eobert Walpole occupied during twenty 
years. George Grenville and General Conway were 
both able and upright men, but they never understood 
and ruled the House as Lord North did. Lord John 
Eussell was intelleetually superior to Lord Palmerston, 
as Mr. Gladstone is superior to Mr. Disraeli ; but Lord 
John EusseD has been the least genial leader of the 
House in our day, with the exception of Mr. Gladstone 
while Lord Palmerston has had no equals in this par- 
ticular since the time of Lord North and Fox, with 
the exceptions of Lord Althorp and Mr. DisraelL If 
Lord North had been as great a statesman as he was 
a parliamentary tactician, his name would have been 
one of the brightest in the annals of the eighteenth 
century. He was a genial man, abounding in loyalty 
and fine intentions, who sacrificed his good name to 
serve his King, and who submitted to the discredit of 
losing thirteen Provinces in America. 

* Memoirs of Hannah More, vol. ii., p. 12. 
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mie most notewortih 7 circumstance coli^e^ti^ Vrlth 
Lord ^orth^s fall was not the exultation ii{ tlie 
leaders of Opposition, but the intense satisfaction 
of the most ardent loyalists. No man in the kingdom 
was a *more uncompromising Tory than Dr. Johnson. 
His pamphlet, entitled Taxation no Tyranny, was 
written to demonstrate that to war with America had * 
been, in his opinion, to carry on a justifiable crusade 
for the absolute supremacy of the mother country. 
Warmly though he approved of the contest, he was 
not blind to the blunders and incompetence of its 
conductors. Hence it was that he spoke of the 
disgrace of the Ministers in such language us the 
following : — “ I am glad the Ministiy’ is removed. 
Such a bunch of imbecility never disgraced a country. 
If they sent a messenger into the City to take uj> a 
printer, the messenger was taken up instead of the 
printer and committed by the sitting Aldeiman. If 
they sent one army to the relief of another, the first 
army was defeated before the other arrived. I will 
not say 'that what they did was always wrong, but it 
was always done at a wrong time.” On the 20th of 
March he made this entry in his journal : — “ The 
Ministry is dissolved : I prayed with Francis and gave 
thanks.” Millions throughout the land united with 
him in the thanksgiving. 
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While lamenting Lord North’s fall from power and 
the impossibility of continuing to shed the blood of 
his soldiers in a contest with Englishmen settled in 
America, George the Thinl had to endure the not less 
bitter mortification of entrusting the Marquess of 
Rockingham with the «eals which Lord North had 
resigned. ’rhis was the • second time, in a reign 
of twenty years, the King had been compelled to 
place the administration of affairs in the hands of a 
professedly Whig Ministry. Both the Earl of Chatham 
and the Duke of Grafton were Whigs in politics, yet 
the Administrations of which they were the leading 
membfcrs were composite political groups of men whose 
allegiance was given to the King rather than to the 
heads of any party. In these Ministries the King had 
friends who took care that his personal wishes should 
be primarily and studiously considered. During the 
first Admmistration of Lord Rockingham, he had no 
such influence. Measures which he detested, of vrliich 
the repeal of the Stamp Act was one, were introduced 
and carried, notwithstanding his declared disapproval. 
He considered it a real triumph to have succeeded in 
displacing fhat Administration, and it w'as exceedingly 
mortifying to have to restore its head to power. Hence, 
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he laboured to sow dissension among the leaders of 
the Opposition in order, if possible, to ensure the 
formation of a Government in which he would have 
a preponderating voice. Instead, then, of at once 
calling upon Lord Rockingham to form an Adminis- 
tration, he sent for Lord Shelburne, the leader of the 
small band of Whigs who had adhered to Lord 
Chatham, and desired him to fill Lord North’s place. 
On Lord Shelburne declining, application was made to 
Lord Gower, who represented the Bedford section ; re- 
ceiving a refusal from him, the King then commissioned 
Lord Shelburne to make arrangements, on his behalf, 
with Lord Rockingham. n)is course Y'as at once the 
most unconstitutional and the most ofiensive to the 
acknowledged head of the Opposition. Lord Shelburne 
' had previously intimated to Lord Rockingham the ofler 
he had received and his rejection of it, adding, “ My 
lord, you could stand without me,* but I could not 
without yom” It was galling to Lord Rockingham to 
be entrusted with the task of forming a Ministry 
in these circumstances, and he shrank from submitting 
to what was intended as a slight. Out of deference, 
however, to the representations of his friends, he did 
not resent the affront. On the 27 th of March, after 
the preliminaries were settled, he was admitted to an 
audience with the King ; the new Administration was 
then definitively constituted. Lord Shelburne and Fox 
being the two Secretaries of State. 

What Lord Rockingham specially desired to accom- 
plish is shown in the propositions which, as the Rev. 
Richard Watson (afterwards Bishop of Llandaff) re- 
cords, had received the King’s explicit assent before he 
accepted the Premiership. These were, “ There being 
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no veto put on. the acknowledging the indepen<lence of 
America ; the suffering the Contractors and Custom- 
house Officers ‘bill to pass ; Ike reduction of the 
influence of the Crown, by the abolition of Utoless 
offices ; the introduction of a system of general 
economy in every department of State.” * 

As Secretar}* of State, Fox displayed great aptitude 
for business, and set a good example by upholding the 
dignity of his office ; differing in this from others who 
had enjoyed the King’s confidence and filled important 
posts in the State, — the Earl of Sandwich, Lord 
Weymouth, Earl Gower, Lonl Northington, and Lord 
Chancellor TJjurlow. He made it a rule, while Minister,* 
to relinquish those habits of gaming which had 
been taught him by his father, and for which he 
retained a deplorable fondness. The members of 
Brooke’s, who were in arreara with their subscriptions, 
paid what was ‘due that they might enter the Club 
and converse witji the Minister ; but, to their uncon- 
cealed vexation, he^ seldom gave them the opportunity. 
Writing to Sir Horace Mann on the 5th of May, 1782, 
Walpole says, “ Mr. Fox already shines as greatly in 
place as he did in Opposition, though infinitely more 
difficult a task. He is now as indefatigable as he was 
i«lle. He has perfect temper, and not only good 
humour but good nature ; and, which is the first 
quality of a Piime Minister in a free country, has 
more common sense than any man, with amazing ptu’ts, 
that are neither ostentatious nor affected.” f 

The indireclr and underhand manner in which the 

* Aneodutes of the Life of Richard Watson, Bishop of Llandaif, 
vol. i., p. 96. 

t Horace Walpole’s Letti'rs, vol. viii., p. 217. 
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Cabinet had been formed proved fatal to harmonious 
action. Lord Shelburne reluctantly deferred to Lord 
Rockingham and intentionally thwarted Fox, while 
, Lord Thurlow, who had been indiscreetly permitted 
to retain the Chancellorship, delighted in brewing 
mischief and betraying his colleagues. In this, the 
Lord Chancellor was effectually seconded by another 
member of the preceding Government, Lord Advo- 
cate Dundas, who had been suffered to retain his 
place without any assurance^ that he would change his 
politics. Before a week or two had elapsed. Fox 
keenly felt the difficulties of his position, and 
' informed his friend Fitzpatrick that, ii^ he fotmd it 
impossible to carry his measures of retrenchment and 
reform, he would at once retire and “ go to war again.” 
On the 28th of April he wrote : — “ Shelburne shows 
himself more and more every day, is ridiculously 
jealous of my encroaching on his department, and 
wishes very 'much to encroach upon mine. He hardly 
liked my having a letter from Grattan, or my having 
written one to Lord Charlmont. He affects the 
Minister more and more every day, and is, I believe, 
perfectly confident that the Ring intends to make him 
so. Provided we can stay in long enough to have 
given a good stout blow to the influence of the Croum, 
I do not think it much signifies how soon we go out 
after, and leave him and the Chancellor tp make such a 
€k>vemment as they can, and this I think we shall be 
able to do.” * If proof were wanted of the dis- 
interestedness of Fox, the foregoing 'extract from a 
private letter would supply it ; the possession of place 
was to him something to be desired for other and 

* Memorials, yol. i., p. 
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nobler motives than the enjoyment of salaty and 
power. 

Some of the measures to which Fox attached great 
importance, such as the Bill forbidding contractors 
to have seats in Parliament and that for the reduction ■ 
of the Civil List, became law ; steps were taken for 
quieting discontent in Ireland by repealing Poyning’s 
Act and thereby bestowing legislative independence 
on the Irish Parliament, while progress was made 
towards concluding a treaty of peace with America. 
On the latter point. Fox* was t Waited alike by his 
colleague and the King. As Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, the negotiation of treaties with 
foreign powers was in Fox’s department, while Lord* 
Shelburne, in whose department colonial affairs were 
transacted, claimed a right to supervise matters 
which concerned America. The consequence was 
that Mr. Thorny GrenviUe went«to Paris as pleni-' 
potentiary to negotiate with M. de Vergennes under 
the superintendt'tace of Fox, while Mr. Oswald was 
despatched on a * similar mission to negotiate with 
Dr. Franklin under the superintendenee of Lord 
Shelburne. The want of a common understanding 
between the respective agents of the English Govern- 
ment permitted M. de Vergennes and Dr. Franklin to 
play off the one agent against the other, and to prefer 
demands which they would never have mooted had 
the transaction been conducted with less ambiguity 
and under a sense of direct personal responsibility. 

Lord Rockingham died, after a brief illness, on the 
1st of July. The King was generally reproached for 
never making a single inquiry about the First 
Minister of the Crown during his last illness. In this 
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respect lie displayed more than his usual sineferity ; 
had he manifested any regret for the Minister " whose 
virtues were his arts,” he would have been chargeable 
with A fresh instance of h3^cri8y. 

Prior to that event, Fox had intimated to the 
rest of the Ministers his resolution to resign.* He 
considered himself bound to do so after being out- 
voted in the Cabinet on the question of recognising 
at once and unconditionally the independence of the 
United States. The majority, of which Lord Shelburne 
formed one, thouglft it better that the recognition 
should be made one of the conditions of peace. That 
the view of Fox was the more statesmanlike and the 
'better fitted for promoting a good understanding 
with America cannot now be denied by any impartial 
inveslJgator. 

The choice of a successor to Lord Rockingham was 
a subject upon which the Whig party, already split up 
into sections, was to be again divided and weakened. 
Two men had almost irresistible claims to be acknow- 
ledged as heads of the party, the Duke of Richmond 
and Fox. To neither would the King have given his 
confidence. Fox told the Duke of Richmond, that as 
both of them were unacceptable on personal grounds, 
it was right that they should unite in acting under the 
leadership of the Duke of Portland. But the Earl of 
Shelburne would obey no superior, and in so acting, 
he had the King on his side. Knowing that to favour 
him would tend to disintegrate the Whig party, tho 
earliest act of the King, after Lord Rockingham's 
death, was to appoint Lord Shelburne First Lord 

^ Gonefal Pitzpatrick’s Journal, quoted in Memorials, voU p% 
435 * 
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of the Treasury, an ofSce which was accepted by him 
without the faintest manifestation of reluctance or the 
slightest doubt as to his capacity for filling it. If a 
statement made by Mr. Nicholls be accurate, Fox was 
not indisposed to acquiesce in the appointment of Lord 
Shelburne, however disinclined he might have been to 
hold ofl&ce under him : — “ Within three hours after 
the Marquess of Rockingham’s death was known, a 
friend of mine called upon Charles Fox. The question 
which naturally occurred was ‘ who is to succeed Lord 
Rockingham as First Lord of the Treasury ? ’ Mr. 
h'ox replied, ‘ 1 tlrink it must Ijp the Earl of Shel- 
burne : he is first oar, and I do not know how we can 
resist his claim.’ But Mr. Burke had afterwards 
sufficient iiifliumce with Mr. Fox and the other leaders 
of the Rockingham pjtrty to prevail upon them to 
resist the appointment of the Earl of Shelburne.” * 
In the end, Fox upheld the propriety of the Duke 
of Portland taking the place of Lord Rockingham, 
and the result wa* a division in the party, the Duke 
of Richmond, General CouAvay, and Lord Keppel 
remaining in the Cabinet of the Administration over 
which the Earl of Shelbunie presided, while Fox and 
Lord John Cavendish resigned, being followed by 
Burke, Sheridan, and other colleagues in the Adminis- 
tration. As a compensation for this secession, a young 
AVliig of great feilents and greater pretensions, accepted 
the office of Chancellor of the Exchequer. This was 
William Pitt. 

Lord Rockingham’s second Administration was 
distinguished, according to Walpole, by “ the mas- 
terly abilities of Charles Fox and the intrigues of 
* Bceolloctions of Juhii Nicholls, M*P., V()l. i., p. -IIJ. 
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Lord Shelburne ;% the former displayed subh facility 
in, •compreheiiding and executing all business as 
cbarmed all 'wbo approached him. No formal 
affectation delayed ahy service or screened igno- 
rance. He seized at once the important points of 
every affair, and every affair was thence reduced 
within small compass — ^not to save himself trouble, 
for at once he gave himself up to the duties of his 
office. His good humour, frankness, and sincerity 
pleased, and yet inspired a respect which he took no 
other pains to attract. The Foreign Ministers were 
in admiration of him. They had found few who 
understood foreign affairs, or who attended to them, 
and no man who spoke French so welb or who could 
explain himself in so few words.” * 

The public thought the conduct of Fox inspired by 
picpie against an individual, nor was it easy, by any 
explanations, to alter or efface this, impression. Yet 
he really feared that the design of Loid Shelburne 
was to make the action of the Government subserve 
the peisonal wishes of the King, and thereby to restore 
the old, bad system of royal dictatorship. In proof 
of this, the third Lord Holland records a conversation 
whicli passed between William Pitt and Fox imme- 
diately after Lord Kockingham’s death. Pitt ex- 
pressed his regret to hear that the Government would 
be broken up. Fox replied that this would happen, 
and the “ whole system be revised,” adding, “ they 
look to you : without you they cannot succeed ; toith 
you I know not whether they will or no.” Pitt 
replied, “ If they reckon upon ine, they may find 
tliemselves mistaken.” On leaving the House, Fox 
• 3-fist Jouinal<«'o! Hoiuce Walj>ol^. \oI. ii p, 542, 
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repeated these remarks' to Lord Johii Townshend and 
Lord Maitland, who communicated t3iem^ to .Lord 
Holland, and he added, “I believe they do reckon 
on Piri;, and I believe they will not |;>e mistaken.” * 
Fox proved a soothsayer. 

In explaining and justifjring his resignation to the 
House, he dwelt with acerbity of phrase upon the 
conduct of the Ministers who had remained in office, 
saying that “ they were men of that magnanimity of 
mind which was superior to the common feelings of 
humanity, for they thought nothing of promises which 
they had made ; of engagements ’into which they had 
entered ; of principles which they had maintained ; 
of the system? on which they had set out. They 
were men whom neither promises could bind, nor 
principles of honour could secure ; they would abandon 
fifty principles for the sake of power, and forget fifty 
promises when tliey were no longer necessary to their 
ends." Of his own feelings, in resigning his post, he 
spoke in a candid' and honourable strain : — “ He was 
free to confess that'he had not quitted his seat without 
a pang. He was not insensible to those distinctions 
which it gave him. He was neither inciipable of 
vanity nor of ambition ; he had the vanity to be 
pleased with the applause of the good and virtuous, 
and he had the ambition to be serviceable to his 
country. But there were considerations superior both 
to his vanity and his ambition — ^the considerations of 
duty and conscience ; the duty which he owed to that 
House and to his country, of warning them of the 
danger which he saw approaching, and the conscience 
of refleeting that he had discharged his obligations 
* Memorial voL i., pp. 446, 447. 
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with fidelity and firmness, and that, if his country 
was to be ruined by a renewal of that system which it 
had been the lalwur of years to demolish, he had at 
least the consolation of reflecting that it was not owing 
to him.” * 

Many of his friends were not sorry that he was 
again able to pass his leisure hours in their society. 
Mr. Hare, member for Knaresborough, and one of the 
wits of the day, congratulated him “ on coming from 
the service of the King of England, once more to 
attend the King of Egyyt,” an allusion to the 
fashionable game of Pharaoh or Faro, of which 
Fox was very fond. But he continued, in addition, to 
watch the conduct of Lord Shelburne 8«Ministry with 
vigilance, and to be on the alert to expose its short- 
comings. It was a Ministry * in which the several 
members were on bjid terms with their chief. Lord 
Shelburne, although a man of acute mind and liberal 
views, had yet the vanity to think’ himself a second 
Chatham and fitted for acting th<i part of a second 
Sully. He flattered people in order to gain them, and 
he let it appear by his actions that his smooth words 
were sheer hypocrisy. His most audacious utterance 
was addressed to Lord Chancellor Thurlow, whom he 
told, “ as a now discovery that he had just made, that 
he was amazed at the genius he had found in the 
King. . . . The Chancellor, instead of reporting 

the encomium to the King, as Shelburne expected, 
told it to everybody else with contempt.” f The 
King himself thought the nickname of the “ Jesuit,” 

♦ Speeches, vol. ii., p. 75. ^ 

+ Journal ami CoiTeHjiondence of Lord Auc.kland, vol. i., p. 15. 

j Last Journals of lloriico Waljiolo, vol. ii., ]). 041. 
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ty whicli he, in common with many others, designated 
Lord Shelburne, was perfectly appropriate ; while Lord 
Shelburne complained to the end of his life of the 
manner in which the King had tricked and deceived 
him. Two important members of his Administra- 
tion, the Earl of Carlisle and Lord Keppel, soon 
resigned, and the Duke of Richmond told the King 
that, owing to Lord Shelburne assuming too much 
power, he would cease ^attending the Cabinet Councila 
Minor men were not less dissatisfied. Mr. George 
Rose, then Secretary to the Treasury, records : — 
“ During that period, very little interesting to my- 
self occurred, except the alternate violence and flattery 
of Lord Shelburne. . . . There were other qualities 
in his Lordship that were uncomfortable to me — a 
suspicion of almost every one he had intercourse with, 
a want of sincerity, and a habit of listening to every 
tale-bearer who would give him intelligence or news 
of any sort.” * 

llie great work which devolved upon the Shelburne 
Administration was tiie condlusion of treaties of peace 
with the United States, Holland, France, and Spain. 
Fox left office befoi‘e material progress had been 
made in the negotiations, but not before he had laid 
ilown the loiles of action by which he \ras governed, and 
defined the objects for wffiich he strove. It was his 
desire to act handsomely towards the United States, 
and persuade Franklin to assent to a separate peace ; 
to negotiate separately with the other Powers, and 
to conclude alliances with the Empress of Russia 
and Frederick the Great, in order to be the better 
able to obtain honourable terms from Spain, France, 
• Dioiies and Corrospondonce of Goorge Bose, vol. i., p. 28. 
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aud Holland. The design was a grand and states- 
manlike one; but it foimd no favour in the eyes 
of Lord Shelburne. He was satisfied to take what 
was offered to him, and the consequence was that, 
when the preliminaries of peace were published in this 
countiy, the cry of popular indignation was nearly as 
loud as that which arose when Lord Bute made the 
discreditable treaty of peace in 1763. Alarmed by 
the clamour, Lord Shelbxime dreaded to meet Parlia- 
ment without strengthening his Ministry, and with 
that object he sent his friends to <make overtures both 
to Fox and Lord North. No arrangement was found 
2 )racticable ; accordingly, he was attacked by the com- 
bined forces of North and Fox. Being‘'defeated in two 
important divisions, he resigned. 

His Administration was succeeded by the Coalition 
which was the work of the friends of North and 
Fox, and not of the leaders themselves. Mr. George 
North aud Mr. Eden, Mr. Adam, Lord John Towns- 
hend and Lord Loughborough, all laboured to bring 
about an alliance they considered required by the 
exigencies of public affairs, which many persons 
stigmatized as imnatural, and in fact was a gigantic 
and irretrievable political blunder. With the persons 
principally interested there was little trouble. Lord 
North unhesitatingly declared that he was “irre- 
concileable to no man , ” Fox was ready to act with 
any one who would pledge himself to govern on 
constitutional principles, and would resist the undue 
exercise of the royal prerogative. His first public 
declaration on the subject constituted his defence. 
In the debate on the jireliminary articles of peace 
on the 17th of February, 1783, he said in reply to 
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Miniaterial taunts, “That 1 shi^ have the honour 
of concurring with the noble Lord in the blue ribbon 
]]Lord North] on the present question, is very certain ; 
and, if men of honour can meet on points of general 
national concern, I see no reason for calling such a 
meeting an unnatural junction. It is neither wise nor 
noble to keep up animosities for ever. It is neither 
just nor candid to keep up animosity when the cause 
of it is no more. It is not in my nature to bear malice, 
or to live in iU-will. My friendships are perpetual, but 
my enmities are not so.” * 

Lord Shelburne resigned on the 24th of February, 
and on the 2qii of April the Duke of Portland was 
appointed First Lord of the Treasury in the Coabtion 
Ministry ; the two Secretaries of State being Lord 
North and Fox. The long interval, during whuli 
the country had been .deprived of a Government, was 
spent by the King in persistent but unavailing en- 
deavours to avoid the necessity of restoring Fox to 
power. He appealed, in turn, to Lord Gower, Lord 
North, and William Pitt, to act as Premier and to form 
an Administration in which the Opposition should 
either not be represented at all, or else should have 
little influence. His antipathy to Fox, which had 
always been great and unreasoning, was rendered 
more intense and irrational owing to the friendship 
which existed between the distinguished commoner and 
the Prince of Wales. George the Third and Queen 
Charlotte detested their eldest son George, as strongly 
as George the Second and Queen Caroline did their 
eldest son Frederick. Like his grandfather, tlie 
Prince of *WaIes, ostensibly professed attachment 

• SpeecHop, voL ii., p. 122. 



3rS ClfAJiLES JTAMES FOX. 

to the party in Opposition. His contempt for his 
father was unconcealed, and his debauclieries were 
the talk of the town. He was worse than unduti&il, 
for he made a point of insulting his father. On one 
occasion the Prince, his uncle, the Duke of Cumber- 
land, and the King were hunting together, and having 
arrived at a place from which they desired to return 
home in a carriage, the Prince and his uncle entered 
the only vehicle in the town and drove off, leaving the 
King to shift for himself. Falsely attributing the 
disgraceful conduct of the Prince to the teaching of 
Fox, he actually consulted Lord Chancellor Thurlow 
and Lord Ashburton as to “what redress he could 
have against a man who alienated from him the affec- 
tion of his son ; ” the Chancellor is said to have 
replied, “ he would have no peace till his son and 
Fox were secured in the Tower.” * 

Fox is supposed to have insisted that neither 
Lord Thurlow nor Mr. Dunda^ should hold office 
in the Coalition Ministry. This condition was as 
obnoxious to the King as the demand of George 
Granville, on returning to office in 1765, that he 
should pledge himself to have no intercourse 
with Lord Bute, and should remove Mr. Stuart 
Mackenzie, Lord Bute’s brother, from the ofiice of 
Privy Seal for Scotland. Although the manner in 
which Lord Thurlow had conducted himself when 
Chancellor in the Bockingham Admii^i^tration was a 
sufficient reason for desiring his exclusion from the 
new Ministry, yet it is not certain that Fox was per- 
sonally indisposed to act with him. Lord Eldon, the 
intimate friend of Lord .Thurlow, gives the following 

* Last Journals of Hoi*aco Walpole, vol. ii., p. 699. 
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version of what occurred, a version differing from that 
given by Lord Holland and Horace Walpole, and 
credited by Earl Russell : — “ Mr. Fox, much to Lord 
Thvu-low’s surprise, called at his house, and was 
shown into his drawing-room. Lord Thurlow, imme- 
diately that Mr. Fox’s visit was announced, deter- 
mined to receive him (observing, when he narrated 
the matter, that he did not wish that Mr. Fox should 
suppose him a&aid to meet anyone), and an interview 
took place. Lord Thurlow, on being informed by Mr. 
Fox that he and his party wished the co-operation of 
his lordship, as Chancellor, in the Administration they 
wislied to fonn, said, ‘ Mr. Fox, no man can deny that 
either yon or Mr. Pitt ai'e, beyond any two men that 
can be named, fit, from, character and talents, to be at 
the head of any Administration ; but, as Mr. Pitt is 
very acceptable to the- King, and is in an extraordi- 
nary degree populnr in the country, I have connected 
myself with him.’ ” * What makes it probable that the 
services of Lord Thurlow might not have been unwel- 
come is that the Coalition, not having agreed upon 
any other candidate for the Woolsack, had to put the 
Great Seal into Commission. By the King, tire exclu- 
sion of Lord Thurlow was regarded as an intentional 
insult ; yet, as the event proved, the ex-Chancellor was 
quite as able to serve his Majesty in overturning the 
Coalition Administration when u declared opponent, as 
he could have been had he acted the part of a traitor* 
in the camp. 

When the King found that resistance on his part 
was not only hopeless but perilous, he accepted the 

* Life of Tjoi-d Chaiicollor Eldon, b}’ Horace Twfts. vol. i., pp. 
140 , 141 . 
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.Coalition^Ministiy ; but be resolved upon tbirartinp; it 
in every podble way, and getting rid of it on the- first 
pretext. He l^ad the frankness to disclose his views and 
plans to those who were least likely to approve of that 
* Ministry continuing in office, and who had hopes of 
succeeding to power on its removal. In a conversation 
with Mr. Wyndham Grenville, which was communicated 
to his brother, Lord Temple, afterwards known as 
Marquess of Buckingham, the nephew and successor 
of Earl Temple, the friend of Wilkes, the King said he 
thought the present situation “the most calamitous 
into which any country had ever been brought ; that 
, the kingdom was split into parties, not as had 
formerly been the case — ^two great bodies of men 
acting under the difierent denominations of Whigs 
and Tories, and upon different principles of con- 
duct — ^but into factions, which had avowedly no 
other view than that of forcing .themselves at all 
hazards into' office.” He poured out his indigna- 
tion “ upon Fox, whom be loaded witli every 
expression of abhorrence ; upon the Duke of Portland, 
against whom he was little less violent ; upon Lord 
North, to whose conduct he imputed aU the disasters 
of the country ; upon American independence, which 
seems to have been a most bitter pill indeed.” Mr. 
Wyndham Grenville adds that the King’s object seems 
to be to set the members of the Coalition “ quarrelling 
among themselves about the different parts of this 
arrangement.” * Earl Temple, to whom this letter was 
addressed, was then Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, an 
office to which^he had been appointed by Lord Shel- 

* Memoirs the Court and Cabinets of OcoTge 111., yol. I, pp. 
1S9, 192. 



^^^PItmCE0F^lr4LE^MSTJsU.ISJIMENT. jai 

* ♦ * • 

bdrue. He longed to ingratiate himself \^ith the King, 
and he succeeded in doing so writing a letter to him 
stating his objections to the Co^itijpn, tiiese objections 
being identical with those the King had communicated 
to Mr. Wyndham Grenville. 

Hardly was the Coalition constituted, than a dis- 
ruption seemed imminent. It had become necessary 
to arrange the household establishment of the Prince of 
Wales and determine his income. The Duke of Portland 
thought that the annual grant from Parliament should 
be £100,000 ; this was Fox’s opinion also ; but the 
King considered the sum extravagant ; the proposition 
itself preposterous, and a proof that the Ministers 
were ready to sacrifice public interests to gratify an 
“ ill-advised young man.” He -even contemplated en- 
trusting Earl Temple, whose time-serving and flattery 
had rendered him acceptable at Court, with the 
formation of a new Administration. However, Earl 
Tenij)Io professed himself able to wait, and advised 
the King to forego his intention ; and this, coupled 
with the Prince of Wales renouncing all claim to the 
sum demanded, averted a ministerial crisis. The 
King contributed £,}0,000 from his Civil List ; 
surrendered the income from the Duchy of Cornwall 
of £12,(>00, which had wrongfully been vdthheld 
frt>m the Prince, and approved of an application to 
Parliament for £30,000 to pay his debts. 

On the 29th of August, Fox had the satisfaction of 
notifying to the Lord Mayor that the definitive treaties 
of peace with France, Spain, and America were to 
be signed on the 3rd of Septemlier. These treaties 
contained Some advantageous modifications in the 
details of the preliminaries which Lord Shelburne had 
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agreed to ; other concessions might have been gained, 
had not the King preferred taunting his Ministw with 
having voted for the termination of the war, to aiding 
him in his efforts to procure the best terms of peace. 
In his demeanour, the King was “civil, but no more ; ” 
his passive resistance to the policy of his Ministers 
continued unbroken and most embarrassing. He per- 
emptorily refused to grant a single peerage on their 
recommendation ; hence their power was annihilated 
in one of its most important functions. Nor would 
they consent to purchase royal favour by the admission 
of Lord Thurlow into the Cabinet. His Lordship inti- 
mated to Fox that he was ready to accept the Great 
Seal, and to arrange as Chancellor for 'the removal of 
the royal veto upon the creation of new peerages. This 
offer, or rather bribe, was respectfully but firmly 
declined. 

Parliament met early in November; on ‘the 18 th 
of that month. Fox introduced his East India Bill. 
The measure was imperatively required, for the state 
of British India, and the situation of the Com- 
pany which ruled it, had become desperate. In the 
Government of India every vice, which is the offspring 
of unchecked authority and insatiable avarice, had 
grown rampant. Successive Governors had waged 
wars, dethroned princes, imposed taxes, and extorted 
contributions in order that they and their depen- 
dants njight be enriched, and that the proprietors 
of East India stock might be propitiated with 
large dividends. The principles of upright ad- 
ministration were made subseilrient to the neces- 
sities of trade. To secure a profit was the first con- 
sideration ; to show mercy and do justice the second. 
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Notwithstanding the nnsparihg exercise of force, and 
the employment of every means whereby money 
might be acquired, the finances of the Company 
were in a hopeless state, the deficit being estimated 
at ten millions sterling. The design of Fox was to 
disjoin the ruling fiom the trading function ; to admi- 
nister the country as a portion of the empire, and to 
conduct trade on behalf of the Company. In order to 
give effect to it, he proposed that seven commissioners, 
responsible to and appointed by Parliament, should 
rule over India, and that*eight assistants should attend 
to matters of trade and commerce ; to this scheme 
Pitt declared himself, at the outset, utterly opposed 
in principle?* and in, detail. It involved, indeed, the 
abrogation of the Company’s charter. To abrogate a 
charter was held to be an unpardonable interference 
with the sacred rights of property. AU who were inte- 
rested in the maintenance of chartered privileges were 
told by the opponents of the BUI that this measure 
was but the first attack of an unprincipled Coalition 
against what had 'been deemed inviolable, and that the 
author of the Bill was bent on the double villany 
of confiscating all the rights of the people and annihi- 
lating the power of the Crown. 

Though duly informed of the scope of the measure 
itself, the King made no sign while the Bill was 
being hotly debated in the House of Commons and 
passing through the necessary stages with overwhelm- 
ing majorities in its favour. His secret advisers were 
keenly alive to a possible danger should the Bill be- 
come law. It M%uld have been a legislative achieve- 
ment souvast and imposing as must have redounded to 
the credit of the Administration, greatly strengthened 
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their position, and made it almost impossible for the 
King to find a plausible pretext for their contemptuous 
dismissaL Hence these secret advisers, chief among 
whom were Lord Thurlow, Earl Temple, and Mr. 
Jenkinson, strenuously exerted fhemselves to make 
the King believe that his own authority would never 
afterwards prevail in anything should Fox prove 
victorious in this one matter. They assured the public 
that the object of Fox was to be absolute master in 
the India House ; they assured the King that his aim 
was to usurp the crown.. No calumny or any state- 
ment respecting this Minister was too gross and absurd 
for the King to accept and believe. He contemplated, 
ff the Bill passed the House of. Lords, to revive an 
obsolete prerogative and refuse his assent to it. 

Earl Temple planned another and an equally uncon- 
stitutional course. Obtaining from the King a written 
statement to the effect that every peer who voted for 
the second reading of the measure should be regarded 
as a personal enemy, he canvassed for adverse votes, 
and succeeded so well, that, on a significant division 
preparatory to the second reading in the House of 
Lords, the opponents of the Bill were in a majority 
of eight. To many persons this result was as sur- 
prising as to others it was discreditable. Mr. Bose 
records having overheard Mr. Adam say to Mr. St. 
John, “I wish I were as sure of the kingdom of 
heaven, as lam of our carrying the bill this evening.”* 
By Fox himself, the final result, however unpalatable, 
was not unexpected. Between the division which vir- 
tually sealed the fate of the measuri^ and that on the 
second reading, when it was rejected by a majority of 
* Diaries and Correspondence of Qeorge Bose, vol. i., p. 48. 
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nineteen, he quoted a saying which he had always 
admired for its boldness andpropriety, a saying “uttered 
by the late Geoi^e Grenville in experiencing a similar 
treachery — and would to Grod the same independent 
and manly sentiments had been inherited by all who 
bear the name ! — ‘ I will never again be at the head of 
a string of janissaries, who are always ready to strangle 
or despatch me on the least signal’”* Neither was 
he unprepared to learn that he had ceased to be a 
Minister. Before the King sent an order to him and 
Lord North to deliver up the seals of oiSice, he said in 
the House of Commons, “ I did not come in by the 
fiat of majesty, though by this fiat I am not unwilling* 
to go out. I ever stood, and wish only and always to 
stand, on public ground. I have too much pride ever 
to owe anything to secret influence. I trust in God 
this country has too much spirit not to spurn and 
punish the Minister that does I I arrogate no pomp, 
however, from tha formality of resignation. My noble 
friend, I hope, things with me that the present is one 
of those singular junctures when it is necessary to act 
with caution as well as spirit. We are certainly agreed 
not to retain our places any longer than we can retain 
the dignity of Government with responsibililyand efiect, 
and to the constitutional mandate of dismission we are 
prepared to bow with humility and obedience.” . . . 
“ If, however, a change must take place, and a new 
Ministry is to be formed and supported, not by the 
confidence of this House or the public, but the sole 
authority of the Ciown, I for one shall' not envy the 
honourable gentlemen (Pitt) his situation. Prom that 
moment I put in my claim to a monopoly of Whig 

• Speefi^cs, vol. ii., p. 273. 
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manifestation of fundamental diflFcrences in opinion 
between two men whose long political union and dose 
personal friendship soon afterwards ended for ever. 

The excitement among a large section of the public 
took the form of an apprehension that the Church was 
in danger. Thus, when Fox moved the repeal of the 
Test and Corporation Acts on the 2}id of May, 1795, 
the majority against tlie motion had risen from 20 
to 189. In the course of his speech, he vindicated 
the Dissenters from the reproach of disloyalty, and 
enumerated their services to the 'Crown during the 
rebellions of 1715 and 1745, when, not pleading 
their incapacity, but freely drawing their swords, they 
nobly transgressed the laws which proscribed tliom, 
and successfully fought the battles of our free con- 
stitution : — “ For this gallant behaviour all the retri- 
bution they ever obtained was an A(it of Indemnity, 
a pardon for doing their duty as good citizens, in 
rescuing their country in the hour of danger and dis- 
tress.” He expressed his expectation that, for the part 
he had that day taken, “ the ton^e of slander might 
possibly represent him as another Oliver Cromwell at- 
tacking the Church : he had 4)een compared to that 
usurper on a former occasion, as attacking the Crown, 
even' by the very men whose cause he was now plead- 
ing.” Contrasting the rioters of l780*with those who 
were now inciting to riot, he said : — “ The mob then 
were illiberally insisting upon a repeal of a good law ; 
the members of the Established Church were now as 
illiberally objecting to the repeal of a bad law. All 
unprincipled mobs he should ever regard with extreme 
horror and indignation ; their cry was stili the same, 
whether they were peasants, gentlemen, or })i8hops 
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Iguoranco, prejudice, or fanaticism were their general 
topics of declamation. From the violence of their 
, rage the God of peace and order ever preserve us ! ” * 

’ Excesses from which Fox prayed to be delivered, 
./ere indulged in to the detriment of Dr. Priestley, 
whom ho had styled “ a truly eminent and learned 
gentleman,” and of whom he asserted that in the 
“ manly declaration of his individual opinion, expres- 
sive of his dislike of Establishments, he saw no 
criminality whatever.” A Birmingham mob thought 
otherwise, and to' shouts of “ Church and King ! ’ 
sacked the houses of Dr. Priestley and many other 
Disseutei's, destroyed sevcrid chapels, and displayejl 
their savagery, unchecked by the authorities, during 
four successive days. ,\V]ien the King heard of these 
djistirdly outrages, he wrote: — “As the mischief did 
occur, it was impossible not to feel pleased at its 
having fallen on ,1’riestley rather than another, that ho 
might ftii’X the wickedness of the doctrines of demo- 
cracy which lie was propagating.” The foregoing 
remark may be contrasted with th.it of Wilkes : 
— “ I am shocked to read of the savage, cruel, 
and persecuting spirit of the mechanics at Birming- 
ham ; and I trust that Government will exert itself 
in the punishment of so vile and wicked a crew.” f 
In the course of 1791, this country was on the verge 
of enibai'king in a war for the pm.’pose of compelling 
Russia to restore the fortress of Oczakow to the Turks. 
Against this project. Fox entered an emphatic protest. 
He was not alarmed at the advance of Russia. “ Over- 
turning the Ottoman Empire he conceived to be an 

* Speeches, vol. iv., pp, 61, 69, 75. 

t Lottery addressed by JohuWilkos to Ills Daughter, vol. iii., p. 88. 
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argament of no weight The event was not probable ; 
and if it should happen, it was more likely to be of 
advantage than injurious to us”-* Had he lived 
in our day, he might not have approved of that 
Quixotic Crimean campaign undertaken for the de- 
fence of Turkey, which demonstrated to the world, at 
the cost of one hundred millions sterling, that states- 
men and generals sometimes blundered, and that Eng- 
lish soldiers were still incomparable. In the course of 
this q)eech, he gave utterance to the declaration, which 
widened the breach between himSfelf and Burke, that 
“ he for one admired the new Constitution of France, 
j^onsidcred altogether, as the most stupendous and 
glorious edifice of liberty which had been erected on the 
foundation of human integrity in anytime or countr}^”f 
Three weeks later, when the Quebec Bill was under dis- 
cussion, Burke, referring to the French Be volution, 
intimated that he could be no* friend to any one who 
approved of it. Fox made a pathetic appeal to his old 
comrade not to suffer political differences of view to 
interrupt private affection ; reminded him that, “ during 
the American war, they had together rejoiced at the 
successes of a Washington, and sympathised almost in 
tears for the fall of a Montgomery ; ” and declared 
that “ from his right honourable friend he had learned 
that the revolt of a whole people could never be 
countenanced and encouraged, but must have been 
provoked.” J The tears with which Fox enforced his 

* Speeches, toI. iv., p. 198. 

f In his “ Appeal feom the New to tho Old Whigs,” Burke gives a 
slightly different version of the above sentenoe: — “He for one 
admired the new Constitution, considered altogether, as the most 
glorious fhbric ever raised by human integrity since the creation of 
man.” 

I Speeches, vol. iv., p. 217. 
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appeal had no softening eifect upon Burke ; and the 
two men who, during twenty years, had led a party 
and fashioned its policy, who together exhibited a 
combination of talents alike splendid and most rare, 
bec^e, from this time to the close of their lives, the 
brilliant exponents of antagonistic opinions, Burke 
maintaining that France ought to be governed by an 
absolute monarchy. Fox maintaining that France ought 
to be ruled in accordance with the wishes of her people. 

A few days after this distressing episode, he had the 
satisfaction of receiving an instalment of that justice 
for his India Bill which he hoped one day to obtain. 
One of the reasons he assigned in support of the 
measure whs that the East India Company was ban^ 
rupt ; tliis allegation the Company most solemnly 
denied, and his opponents treated it as a pure 
invention, or an inexcusable exaggeration of his own. 
When Mr. Dundas introduced the India Budget on 
the 24th of May, he told tlfb House that, “in the 
month of December, 1783, when he moved his cele- 
brated East India. Bill, Mr. Fox estimated the debts 
of the Company at nearly ten millions, while the 
Company themselves rated them at only four millions ; 
but, in truth, before the year 1785, they actually did 
rise above ten millions.” This tardy yet triumphant 
vindication of statements which had been rancorously 
impugned, was doubly gratifying at a time when his 
ardent sympathy with the French had rendered him 
unpopular again. 

The nation was panic-stricken lest French princi- 
ples should become endemic, these principles being 
regarded ,as a new contagious disorder, against the 
introduction of which a rigorous quarantine was but 



CHARLES JAMES FOX. 


an impeifect preeervative, and the inexorable destruc- 
tion of all who were attacked the only efficient safe- 
guard. There was violent agitation ; real grievances 
abounded ; hot-headed men were only too ready to 
incite the people who felt aggrieved and angry to take 
the law into their own hands. The Ministers, if they 
did not foment the prevailing alarm, were resolved 
upon silencing the expression of opinion, sealing all 
mouths, and then declaring that contentment was 
universal. Such was the policy which dictated the 
passing of the Traitorous Correspondence Act, the 
Seditious Practices Act, and the repeal of the Haheas 
Corpus Act, which put Hardy and Horne Tooke on 
iheir trials for high treason, which sent' Muir and 
Palmer to languish as felons at Botany Bay. All 
this was a practical satire upon the declaration of 
Pitt, when introducing his budget on the 17th of 
February, 1792, that there never was a^ period 
when, from the situatRn of Europe, we might more 
reasonably anticipate a durable peace than at the 
present moment”. 

While the oldest friends of Fox differed with him 
and deserted to the Ministry, while public execration 
was manifested in handbills circulated near his house, 
containing the words “ Destruction to Fox and all 
the Jacobin crew,” and while he foreboded, as he told 
Parliament, that “ the people may treat his house as 
they have done that of Dr. Priestley,” he never ceased 
to uphold the glorious cause of freedom of speech and 
of the Press, and, almost alone amidst a bewildered 
nation, he retained his self-command and clearness of 
vision. He did not engage in mere carping criticism 
upon the measures proposed, or vague denunciations 
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of the system pursued ; he had his own scheme for 
meeting the emergency ; a policy deliberately chosen 
and openly avowed. Here it is in his own words, 
spoken on the 13 th of December, 1792; and never 
were more statesmanlike words uttered in the House 
of Commons : — “ But it may be asked what would 
I propose to do in times of agitation like the present ? 
I will answer openly. If there is a tendency in 
the Dissenters to discontent, because they conceive 
themselves to be unjustly suspected and cruelly 
calumniated, what- wouhb I do ? I would instantly 
repeal the Test and Corporation Acts, and take from 
them, by such a step, all cause of complaint. If there 
were any persons tinctured with a Republican spirit 
because they thought the representotive government 
was more perfect in a Republic, I would endeavour to 
amend the representation of the Commons, and to show 
that the House of Commons, though not chosen by all, 
should have no other interest than to prove itself the 
representative of »aU. If there were men dissatisfied 
in Scotland or Ireland, or elsewhere, on account of dis- 
abilities and exemptions, of unjust prejudices smd cruel 
restrictions, I would repeal the penal statutes, V ^ich 
{ire a disgrace to our law books. If there were other 
complaints o& grievances, I would i*edress them where 
they were really proved ; but, iibove all, I would con- 
stantly, cheerfully, patiently listen. I would make it 
known that if any man felt, or thought he felt, a 
grievance, he might come freely to the bar of this 
House, and bring his proof, and it should be made 
manifest to all the world that where they did exist 
they would be redressed ; where they did not, that it 
should bo made evident. If I were to issue a pro- 
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clomation, this should he my proclamation : — ‘ If any 
man has a grievance let him bring it to the bar of the 
Commons’ House of Parliament, with the firm per- 
suasion of having it honestly investigated.’ ” * 

Although his power in Parliament dccliued from the 
time that men’s minds were frenzied with false alarms 
concerning the influence on this country of the 
Pevolution in France, yet he was able to carry one 
measure of undoubted utility and of real reform. This 
was the Libel BUI which is honourably and inseparably 
associated with his name. Jn the numerous prosecu- 
tions for libels, great injustice had often been perpe- 
trated owing to the ruling of the Courts of Common 
Law, that, in finding their verdicts, jurifes were to 
consider solely the facts of printing and publishing, 
leaving it to the Court to determine how far the 
incriminated matter was libellous in law. Many 
eminent coimsel had maintained that a jury was 
entitled to pronounce a verdict upon the entire issue, 
and to determine, not merely whether a particular 
work had been published, but whctlier the work itself 
was a libel. Erskine urged this view with all his 
eloquence and acuteness; but the opposition of the 
Judges was too strong for him. To remedy what he 
deemed a defect in legal procedure, Foj framed and 
introduced his Libel BUI and supported it in a speech 
of great power. The most interesting passage in this 
speech is that relating to the Press. He said that “ he 
need not take up the time of the House with any 
general declamation on the subject of the liberty of the 
Press. Whoever saw what the world was now and com- 
pared it with what it formerly had been, must be 

Speeches, vol. iv., p. 459. 
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sensible that it had greatly improved in the science of 
government, and that that improvement was entirely 

owing to the liberty of the Press If even the 

just liberty of the Press were transgressed, he should 
be an nnemy to a severe punishment being inflicted 
after the crime was committed. He was also an enemy 
of aU previous restraints on the Press, because he 
thought he could prove that in all countries, and at 
aU times, previous restraints on the Press had the 
effect of restraining the just liberty of the people, and 
htid never been able to prevent the mischiefs arising 
from its licentiousness.”* These opinions, which are 
incontestably sound, were far in advance of the age 
ill which they were expressed, and they are still, after 
the lapse of nearly a century, far in advance of those 
j ire vailing in more than one great European country. 
The Bill itself, though it passed through the House of 
Commons, was yet rejected in the House of Lords. 
Being introduced again in the following year, it then 
became law despite the energetic opposition of Lord 
Chancellor Thurlow and Lord Chief Justice Kenyon. 
The latter predicted that such a measure would “ prove 
the confusion and destruction of the law of England.” 
The Marquess of Lansdowne powerfully supported it. 
He assured the House that it was necessary to check 
the increasing power of the Judges, adding, “ if God 
Almighty, in his mercy, were to send among us another 
Locke, or another Montesquieu, he doubted not but 
they would be deemed libellers.” 

Overtures were made to Fox in 1792, to unite with 
Pitt in forming a strong Administration on an extended 
basia A general agreement prevailed between the two 

* Speeches, vol. iv., p. 246. 
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statesmen on the questions of Parliamentary Reform, 
Abolition of the Slave Trade, Repeal of the Test Acts, 
and the policy to be adopted towards France. When 
there was a clear prospect of such a settlement being 
made as would assuredly have proved of incalculable 
benefit to the country, Burke and some of Pitt’s friends, 
believing that no government of which Fox was a mem- 
ber would embark in a crusade to reverse the French Re- 
volution and restore feudalism and unlimited monarchy 
in France, or would strive to establish arbitrary authority 
in Great Britain, interposed.and tenninated the nego- 
tiations. Instead of a new government being con- 
stituted on a broad and rational foundation, the exist- 
ing Ministry was remodelled by the accession of Lord 
Loughborough, the Duke of Portland, Lord Fitz- 
william, and Mr. Windham, all whom were seceders 
from Fox’s party. Minor men followed their lead, and 
Fox was left at the head of a small, but devoted band 
of forty. If enthusiasm, energy, and the profession of 
genuine constitutional principles could have counter- 
balanced numerical inferiority, this little party ought 
to have had the ascendency on every division. Lord 
Thurlow said in his usual pithy style : — “ Thei’e are but 
forty of them, but there is not one of them who is not 
ready to be hanged for Fox.” 

The Whig seceders were appropriately nicknamed 
“Alarmists.” Their defection made no change in 
Fox’s conduct, and drew from him but little eom- 
meut. This was the tone he used : — “ The operation 
of fear was not easily calculated, when they saw already 
that it had made a Chancellor [Loughborough]. To his 
honourable friend [Windham] it had produced only re- 
putation. He was now enrolled as one of the very first 
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men in the country, not for those virtues and abilities 
that well entitled him to the rank, but for his quick 
sense of alarm, and his perseverance in dismay. When 
fear could thus confer both profit and reputation, there 
was no saying to what men might aspire by this 
glorious kind of magnanimous timidity.” * 

Fox’s parliamentary career was now occupied in in- 
culcating with heartfelt zeal, but without any immediate 
effect, the necessity for treating the people of England 
with lenity and the people of France with moderation. 
As he had protested against rashly embarking in war, 
so he protested as vigorously against carrying on 
hostilities without a plan and without prineijjle. He 
ridiculed the absTirdity, and exposed the hypocrisy 
of the crusade against the French, pointing out that, 
while the Emperor of Germany was professedly siding 
with the House of Bourbon, ho was acquiring towns in 
Alsace .in the name of the King of Hungary, while we, 
though nominally aiding the House of Bourbon, w'cro 
capturing Valenciennes in the name of the Emperor 
of Germany, prockiiraing the Constitution of 1791 
at Toulon, and taking possession of the French 
colony of Martinique in the name of the King of 
Great Britain. His most difficult task was to defend 
the British Constitution from the attacks of insidious 
or declared opponents. The first principles of our 
fee Government had to be expounded afresh. One 
passage in a speech by him exhibits his constitu- 
tional views in a condensed yet luminous form, and 
great indeed must have been the danger to liberty 
and the ignorance of its true conditions when he had 
to address such "words as the following to a British 

* Speoches, toI. v., p. 62 . 
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House of Commons : — “ Even against so great an 
authority [as Mr. Burke] he must say that the people 
are the sovereign in every State ; that they have a 
right to change the form of their government, and a 
right to cashier their governors for misconduct, as the 
people of this country cashiered James II., not by 
a Parliament, or any regular form known to the 
Constitution, but by a Convention speaking the sense 
of the people. That Convention produced a Parlia- 
ment and a King. They elected William to a vacant 
throne, not only setting aside James, whom they had 
justly cashiered for misconduct, but his innocent son. 
Again, they elected the House of Brunswick, not 
individually, but by dynasty ; and that dynasty to 
continue while the terms and conditions on which it 
was elected were fulfilled, and no longer. He could 
not admit the right to do all this but by acknow- 
ledging the sovereignty of the people as paramount to 
all other laws. But it was said that, although we had 
once exercised this jwwcr, we had iit the very act of 
exercising it renounced it for ever. We had neither 
renounced it, nor, if we had been so disposed, was 
such a renunciation in oim power. We elected first 
an individual, then a dynasty, and lastly passed an 
Act of Parliament in the reign of Queen Anne, de- 
claring it to be the right of the people of this realm to 
do so again without even assigning a reason. If there 
were any persons among us wdio doubted the superior 
wisdom of our monarchical form of government, their 
error was owing to those who changed its strong and 
irrefragable foundation in the right and choice of the 
people, to a mere flimsy ground of title.”* „ 

♦ Speeches, vol, y., p. 23, 
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Noteworthy, during this long period of barren pro- 
tests against folly and fanaticism, was a panegyric 
which he pronounced in Parliament on Washington, 
whom he lauded as an “illustrious man, deriving 
honour less from the splendour of his situation than 
from the dignity of his mind, before whom all bor- 
rowed greatness sinks into insignificance, and all the 
potentates of Europe (excepting the members of our 
own royal family) become little and contemptible. 
He has had no occasion to have recourse to any tricks 
of policy or arts of . alarm ; his authority has been suffi- 
ciently supported by the same means by which it ivas 
acquired, and his conduct has uniformly been charac- 
terized by ^dsdom, moderation, and firmness. . . *. 

1 cannot, indeed, help admiring the wisdom and the 
fortune of this great man : by the phrase ‘ fortune ' I 
mean not in the smallest degree to derogate fi'om his 
merit. But, notwithstanding his extraordinary talents 
and exalted integrity, it must be considered as singu- 
larly fortunate that he should have experienced a lot 
which so seldom falls to the portion of humanity, and 
have passed through such a variety of scenes without 
stain and without reproach. It must, indeed, create 
astonishment that, placed in circumstances so critical, 
and filling for a series of years a station so conspicuous, 
his character should never onf;e have been called in 
question; that he should in no one instance have been 
accused cither of impro}' .. insolence or of mean sub- 
mission in his transactions with foreign nations. For 
him it has been reserved to run the race of gloiy 
without experiencing the smallest interruption to the 
brilliancy of liis career.” * The people of the United 
* Speeches, vol. v., p. 172. 
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States, though predisposed to thin^ that uncompli- 
'mentary things respecting ihem are systematically 
uttered in the Parliament of the United Kingdom, 
may not be displeased to leam that Fox delivered in 
the House of Commons such an apostrophe as the 
following : — “ Happy Americans ! while the whirl- 
wind spreads desolation over one quarter of the 
globe, you remain protected from its baneful eflFects 
by your own virtues and the wisdom of your Govern- 
ment ! Separated fix>m Europe by an immense ocean, 
you feel not the effects of those prejudices and passions 
which convert the boasted seats of civilization into 
scones of horror and bloodshed. You profit by the 
folly and madness of contending uations,“and afford, 
in your more congenial clime, an asylum to those 
blessings and virtues which tliey wantonly contemn 
or wickedly exclude from their bosom. Cultivating 
the arts of peace under the influence of freedom, you 
advance by rapid strides to opulence and distinction ; 
and if, by any accident, you should be comi)elled to 
take part in the present unhappy contest — if you 
should find it necessary to avenge insult or repel in- 
jury, the world will bear witness to the equity of your 
sentiments and the moderation of your views ; and 
the success of your arms will, no doubt, be projxu*- 
tioned to the justice of your cause.” * 

The most vigorous stand ever made by him against 
the reactionary measures of the Court was when, 
in 1795, Bills were introduced to accelerate the con- 
viction and facilitate the punishment of those charged 
,with treason and sedition. The measures wci'e con- 
ceived in the foolish and narrow-minded spirit which 

* SjieocheB, vol. v., p. 173. 
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would repress crimes by multiplying the occasions on 
'^'which they might be -coiftmitted, would stifle discon- 
tent by makin g public meetings illegal and the ex- 
pression of opinion an offence. Such a policy was 
supposed, by many persons accounted wise, to be the 
most appropriate for times of agitation. The Bishop 
of Bochester said in the House of Lords that the mass 
of the people had nothing to do with the laws but 
to obey them ; this maxim inspired the legislation 
of the opponents of liberty. When these abomin- 
able projects were ’propounded. Fox exclaimed with 
righteous indignation and unaiiswerable logic : — “ To 
proceed thus in order to prevent popular tumults 
appears to me to be the most desperate infatuation. 
Good God ! Sir ! we h^^ve seen and have heard . of 
revolutions in different states. Were they owing to 
the freedom of popular ojnnions ? Were they owing 
to the ^cility o£ popdlax meetings ? No, Sir ; they 
Avere owing to the reverse of this, and therefore I say, 
if we wish to avoid the danger of such revolutions, we 
should put ourselveS in a stsite as different from them 
as possible. What are we now doing ? — putting our- 
selves in a condition nearly resembling the periods 
when these revolutions happened.” 

In the course of another speech on the same subject, 
he made the following declaration, which many inter- 
preted as treasonable, but which, whatever its chai-actcr, 
was amply justified by the provocation : — “ If, how- 
ever, Ministers so resolute in their spirit of destruction 
were determined, by means of the corrupt influence 
they possessed in the two Houses of Parliament, to pass 
the bills in*violent opposition to the declared sense of 
a great majority of the nation, and they should be put 
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in force with aJl their rigorous provisions, if his opi 
were asked by the people as to their obedience 
should tcU them that it was no longer a questu 
moral obligation and duty, but of prudence.”* 
knew that his words were liable to misconstrue 
and that the Ministers were adepts in the arl 
misrepresentation ; but he felt it his duty as a p 
man not to shrink in the time of danger from i 
strong language, even though it might bo misconst 
or misrepresented. These expressions were treat< 
he had foreseen, and he had to recall to the H 
that what he said was uttered “as an advic 
‘the governors, not an incentive to thQ goveri 
Yet he had to submit to the charge of fomenti 
revolution, and to hear many doleful prediction 
to what would happen should the poorer class 
the mastery. Referring to what Sir William G 
sg,id on this head. Fox assured the House he “ 
only brought to his mind what had seldom 
absent, from it for many years. If ever the pei 
who wish to destroy the Constitution of this com 
as was done in the French Revolution, by rapine 
plunder, should become a triumphant party ] 
though I may not be the first, I am well convi 
that I shall not be the last, object of popular fur 
What chiefly influenced him in opposing these 
was not only their restrictive and oppressive 
racter, but the circumstance that they were mer 
revival of some of the worse Acts passed in 
reign of Charles the Second, and he drew fron: 
comparison between them an impressive m. 
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“ There was a clause in the Act of Charles II. which 
showed the spirit of those times. By this clause 
it was made penal to say that the King was a Papist. 
And why ? Because such was the precise fact. .... 
By this biU men were forbidden to speak of the 
defects of Government, and of those abuses which 
were growing up from day to day to destroy the 
spirit of the Constitution. If Miuisters had not been 
conscious of the existence of these defects, they would 
not have forbidden men to discuss them.” * 

While Parliament was energetic in repressing free- 
dom of speech, the loyal supporters of the Crown 
were candid in their repudiation of the doctrines 
of the Constitution, and sycophantic toward those 
wielding authority. •Chief among them was Mr. 
Reeves, a magistrate of Middlesex, and a trusted friend 
of the Ministry. He wrote a pamphlet, wherein ho 
stated that tine government of England was^a 
monarchy ; Imt the monarch was the ancient stock from 
which have sprung those goodly branches of the legis- 
lature, the Lords and Commons ; that these, how- 
ever, were stdl only branches, and that they might be 
lopped off, and the tree be a tree still — shorn, indeed, 
of its honours, but not like them, cast into the fire.” 
Sheridan brought this pamphlet to the notice of the 
House of Commons, whereupon Mr. Windham, 
Secretary at W ar, said that the writer was “ entitled 
to the national gratitude, on account of his sacrifices 
to the public.” The House, however ready to uphold 
the Ministry, could not brook this insult to its dignity 
and independence. There were only two dissentients 
to the motion that the pamphlet was a scandalous and 
* SpeochoH, vol. Ti., p. 79. 
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seditious libel and a .high breach of privUoge. The 
Opposition intimated that they did not desire the 
prosecution of Mr. Reeves, and would be satisfied if it 
were ordered that the pamphlet should be burnt by the 
common hangman. The majority, however, insisted 
that the Attorney General should prosecute the author, 
knowing well that the Attorney General would not 
be too zealous in getting a verdict in his favour, and 
that a sMlfully selected jury .might be trusted to 
acquit the author. A lukewarm prosecution was 
followed by an acquittal. Had the result been 
different, and had Mr. Reeves been sentenced to trans- 
portation, as Muir and Palmer were by, a Scottish 
Court, this is what Fox pledged himself to do when 
the Treason and Sedition Acte were debated in the 
House : — “ Even if Mr. Reeves should be found guilty 
of the libel on that House which had lately engaged 
tl^ir notice, if he should be found to have reconmi ended 
and circulated another infamous ^ libel against the 
Constitution, written by Arthur ^ Young, and if he 
should also be found to have published at different 
times libels against the Protestant Dissenters, marking 
them out as a description of people who ought to be 
exterminated, he would even go upon his knees to 
beseech his Majesty not to enforce against Mr. Reeves 
a sentence of transportation.” * 

Three years later, the Rev. Gilbert Wakefield, a 
classical scholar worthy to be placed on a level with 
Parr and Person, the most erudite men of the age, and, 
like him, the devoted adherents of Fox, was prose- 
cuted by the Attorney General for a seditious libel. 
yhe libellous passages appeared in a pamphlet pub- 

♦ Sj>eeches, voL yi., p. 79. 
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lished as a reply to one, by the Bishop of Llandaff, 
on the French Revolution. The Bishop, who read the 
pamphlet, was not convinced by its reasoning, yet, 
“ thinking the liberty of the Press to be the palladium 
of the Constitution,” ho did his utmost to prevent 
the author from being prosecuted. But an exemplary 
punishment could alone assuage the wounded feelings 
of the Ministers, who were charged with tyranny and 
ruthlessncss in pursuing their objects, with being worse 
than heathens and infidels in their lives, with employ- 
ing religion as a Sfiite engine of despotism and murder. 
'J'hcir accuser declared that ho revolted at their 
audacious imposition and pitied an understanding that 
could bo duped by their despicable artifice. This 
language was that of a man who felt keenly. It was 
very different, however, from the atrocious and loyal 
outpourings of Mr. Reeves.- In his defence, ]\Ir. Wake- 
field said, “Be my «fotions innocent or be they 
dangerous, they are but the visions of a peaceful and 
retired scholar, iwealcd to enlightened and speculative 
men. In short (which is my real crime), I look on Mr. 
Fox as the angel of redemption, and on Mr. Pitt as 
the demon of destruction.” He was found guilty 
and sentenced to be imprisoned in the common gaol 
of Dorchester for two years,*"' while Mr. Reeves, 
for a more heinous offence in the eye of the Con- 
stitution, went at large administering justice in the 
name of the King and propagating the vilest principles 
of despotism in the name of public order. Mr. Justice 
Grose, in pronouncing judgment, employed language 
which recalls, the infamous tirades of Scroggs and 

_ ■* The Ecv. Gilboi-t Wakefield iinderwoiit the imprisonment, and 
diod I'uurtoon woeks uftc-r his liberation. 
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Jeffreys. Fox, who did his best to befriend Mr. Wake- 
field, was grieved at the way in which he had been 
treated. In a letter to Lord Holland he states, “ I 
have just read Grose’s speech in delivering the sen- 
tence upon poor G. Wakefield, and think it the most 
abominable and indecent production I ever read, 
though its being so incredibly nonsensical is in some 
degree a corrective. And what a sentence, too ! . . . 
You know it was said, and believed, that Wakefield 
was considered as a poor enthusiast, and the sentence 
would be mild. I never believed this.”* It was 
natural, under such a system, when liberty was 
manacled by Act of Parliament, and when spies and 
ihformers were the freest j)crsons in the 'land, that 
Coleridge and Wordsworth, on being overheard specu- 
lating about the condition of the human race, should 
have been suspected of talking treason and treated as 
dangerous characters. The purest characters were 
calumniated. No one in the country had a more 
morbid distaste for French principles than Hannah 
More ; the “ sainted Hannah ” of Horace AValpole. 
Few were as devotedly loyal and truly pious ; none 
laboured so assiduously and unselfishly in teaching 
neglected village children to read and write. These 
philanthropic efforts rendered her obnoxious to the 
professed friends of the Constitution and the foes of 
innovation. She was actually advised by a well- 
wisher in the Ministerial ranks to “ publish a short 
confession of her faith, as her attachment both to 
the religion and the government of the country had 
become questionable to many persons.”'}', 

* Memorials, vol. iii., p, K5o. » 

t Memoirs of llaimah More, vol. ii., p. 21j[). 
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Fox himself felt the heavy hand of authority. At 
a dinner given on the anniversary of his birth, over 
which the Duke of Norfolk presided and at which two 
thousand persons were present, the Duke gave this 
toast, " Our Sovereign’s health ; the Majesty of the 
People.” For this, he was deprived of his command in 
the Militia and removed from the Lord Lieutenancy 
of the North Riding of Yorkshire. A few months 
later. Fox was in the chair at the diimer of the Whig 
Club ; after the ordinary toasts had been drunks 
he rose and said, “ I will^ive you a toast, than winch 
I think there cannot be a better, according to the 
jtriuciples of this Club — I mean the Sovereignty of the 
People of Great Britain.”* • 

Soon afterwards, the King, at the special suggestion 
of Pittjt personally expunged his name from the list 
6i Privy Councillors. The act of Fox was no piece of 
empty bravado. He held that the Duke of Norfolk 
oughLnot to suflcr alone for doing that whi«'h he liim- 
self was prepared, to do and to justify. On learning 
the nature of the .Duke’s punishment, he thus wrote 
to the Eiu’l of Lauderdale, “ I hope tliat what I hear is 
true, and that the dismissal is grounded upon the toast 
relative to the sovereignty of the people, for there can- 
not be a better or a more advantageous line of 
demarcation for us, to distinguish the two piirties in 
the country ; for it is impossible to support the 
Revolution and the Brunswick Succession upon any 
other principle.” j; The Ministers, being conscious 

* Bccollections of Fox, by B. C. Walpole, p. 168. 

t Tiie King told Mr. Bose, iu 1804, that Mr. Pitt “ waij the person 
who had proposed expunging Mr. Fox's namo fi-om the list of Privy 
Councillors.* — Diarits of (Jeorf/ti Rose, vol. ii., p. 155. 

t Memorials, vol. iii., p. 276. 
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of this, projected what they considered a reform, 
consisting of a political test oath, which “was to 
disclaim in express terms the Sovereignty of the 
People.” * It is hard to believe that men like Pitt 
and Lord Grenville could ever have contemplated 
committing such an egregious and astounding piece 
of folly. Happily for themselves and the country, 
an obedient Parliament was never called upon to assent 
to any measure of the kind. Had it become law, a 
second Revolution would have been justifiable. 

On the 23rd of May he ^moved, the repeal of the 
iniquitous Treason and Sedition Acts in a speech which, 
though delivered with his wonted force, was wasted upon 
Iris audience. Yet there were passages ki it which 
might have moved the hearts of those who were not 
utterly dead to the sentiments of freedom. One of 
these appeals cannot now be read without wonder thdt 
it failed to excite a sympathetic response : — “ Is it to 
be conceived that men who have eujoyed for 'shell a 
length of days the light and happiness of freedom can 
be restrained and shut up again, in the gloom of 
ignorance and degradation 1 As well, Sir, might you 
try by a miserable dam to shut up the flowing of a 
rapid river ; the rolling and impetuous flood would 
burst through every impediment that man might throw 
in its way, and the only consequence of the impotent 
attempt would be that, having coUeijted new force by 
its temporary susjiension, enforcing itself through new 
channels, it would spread devjistation and ruin on every 
side. The progress of liberty is like the progress of 
the stream : it may be kept within its banks ; it is 
sure to fertilize the countiy through which it runs ; 

* Court and Cabinet^ of Ocorgf III., vol. iii.. p. 12P. 
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but no power can arrest it in its j)assage, and short- 
sighted as well as wicked must be the heart of the 
projector that would strive to divert its course.” * 

All his efforts in opposition to the arbitrary measures 
of the Government having proved unavailing, he re- 
solved upon making another attempt to induce the 
House to redress the most palpable of public grievances 
before discontinuing his persistent criticism on the 
Ministiy and his constant attendance in Parliament, 
lie did so on the 20th of May, 1797, when Mr. 
Grey moved for leave tp introduce a Reform Bill. 
This Bill provided for the extension of the suffrage in 
counties to copy and lease holders and to all householders 
in boroughs, thus antieipating, in its principal object, 
the Reform Act of 1867. It also provided that an 
elector should not vote for more than one member of 
Parliament, a provision which, shortly before his death, 
Mr, Cobden urged as ono calculated to aflbrd minorities 
a fai^)rosi)cct of being represented. Fox intimated, 
tliat, by commencing the work of refoim, “ we shall give 
ourselves a chance, And, I may add, the best cliance for 
deliverfinec, since it would exhibit to the country a 
proof that we had conquered the first great difficulty 
that stood in the way of bettering our condition — that 
Ave had conquered ourselves ; we had given a generous 
triumph to reason over prejudice ; we had given a 
death-blow to those miserable distinctions of Whig and 
Tory under which the warfare had been maintained 
between pride and privilege, and through the conten- 
tion of our rival jealousies, the genuine rights of the 
many had been gradually undermined and frittered 
away.” He reminded Pitt of certain utterances 
* ^^Xieechos, voL vi., p. 33S. 
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evincing that the Prime Minister had proved himself a 
prophet who had fulfilled his own prediction : — “ In 
1 785 he pronounced the awful prophecy, ‘ Without a 
Parliamentary reform the nation wiU be plunged into 
new wars ; without a Parliamentary reform you can- 
not be safe against bad Ministers, nor can even good 
M inisters be of use to you/ ” He charged Pitt both with 
desiring the retention of the existing bad representa- 
tive system, because it afforded innumerable opportuni- 
ties for coiTujrtion, and with purchasing Parliamentary 
supjiort by conferring titulgx honours, no less than 
115 new titles. Including elevations from one rank in 
the Peerage to another, having been bestowed during 
liis Administration. Fox left it to the* House to 
inquire “ how many of those wore to be ascribed to 
national services, and how naany to Parliamentaiy 
interest.” He ended this speech with a declaration 
foreshadowing liis subsequent aotion : — “ And now. Sir, 
before I sit down, allow me to make* a single oI)^iva- 
tion with respect to the character and conduct of those 
who have, in conjunction with myself, felt it their duty 
to oppose this disjistrous war. I hear it said, ‘ You do 
nothing but mischief when you are here, and yet we 
should be sorry to see you away.' I do not know how 
we shall be able to satisfy the gentlemen who feel to- 
wards us in this way. If we ean neither do om duty 
without mischief, nor please them with doing nothing, 
I know but of one way by which we can give them 
content, and that is, by putting an end to our existence. 
With respect to myself, and 1 believe I can also speak 
for others, I do not feel it consistent with my duly 
totally to secede from this House. I havje no such 
intention ; but. Sir, I have no hesitation in saying that 
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after seeing the conduct of this House, — after seeing 
them give to Ministers their confidence and support 
upon convicted failure, imposition, and incapacity, — 
after seeing them deaf and blind to the consequences 
of a career that penetrates the hearts of other men 
with alarm, and that neither reason, experience, nor 
duty are sufficiently powerful to influence them to 
oppose the conduct of Government, I certainly do think 
that I may devote more of my time to my private pur- 
suits, and to the retirement which I love, than I have 
hitherto done ; I certainly tliiiik I need not devote 
much of it to fruitless exertions and to idle talk in 
this House. Whenever it sliall appear that my cffbi'ts 
may coritrilJute in any degree to restore us to the situ- 
ation from which the confidence of this House in a 
desperate system and an incapable Administration lias 
so suddenly reduced us, I shall be found ready to dis- 
charge my duty.” * 

Till** result of Ihe division was not calculated to 
divert Fox from tlie deteimination announced in his 
speech. Leave to introduce the Bill was refused by 
2.0 G to 91. With the exception of attending, at the 
request of his constituents, to oppose the Bill for taxing 
income and to protest against the unfairness of treat- 
ing professional and fluctuating incomes on the same 
basis as those derived from realized capital, he absented 
himself for the next tliree years, and did so with the 
entire approval of his constituents. Eleven days pre- 
viously, Mr. Ponsonby made a motion for reform in the 
Irish House of Commons, which was rejected by 117 to 
30. Thereupon, Grattan and his friends seceded. 
Thus, for 4 space of time, the members of llie Opposi- 
* iSpocchos, vol. vi., i». J567. 
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tion in England and Ireland absented themselves from 
their respective Houses of Parliament. 

Fox’s retired life at St. Ann’s Hill was perfectly 
congenial to him. He loved the country and agri- 
cultural pursuits ; he was as much at home when 
disposing of his hay and conversing with neighbour- 
ing farmers, as when inquiring into the state of the 
nation or replying to a speech by Pitt. When he 
was in Paris, and tlie sun’s heat was scorching, he 
expressed anxiety lest his turnips would be burned up. 
The song of birds, and of th^ nightingale in particular, 
was to him as exquisite an enjoyment as it was to the 
late John iStuart Mill ; like that renowned philosopher. 
Fox was an ardent lover of flowers, and had made con- 
siderable proficiency as a botanist. Moreover, he 
took unceasing delight in the works of the great 
writers of antiquity, and in those of the classical 
writers of Italy, France,. Spain, and England. A 
volume of Homer, or Virgil, of Demosthenes or 
Cicero, of 'Ariosto or Racine, of Cen^antes, Chaucer, 
Spenser, Shakespeare, or Dryden, always afforded 
him a relaxation amidst toil, or an occupation during 
leisure. While he enjoyexl and admired the, old 
masterpieces, he read "with gratification every new 
work of merit. Ilis taste was alike catholic and 
fastidious. In his youth he was struck with Gold- 
smith’s Traveller. Lat<‘r in life he enjoyed the 
poetry of Co'wq)cr, the I/tp'ical Ballads of Words- 
worth and Coleridge, the versified narratives of village 
life by Crabbo, the Lay of tfie Last Mhistrel, by Scott. 
He thoroughly appreciated a good novel or tale by 
w'homsoever written. If he admired Fielding’s Tom 
Jones, he also admiivd Mrs. Sheridan’s Sydney Bid- 
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dulph, and read with interest the writings of Madame 
d’Arblay and Mrs. Barbanld. 

His pecuniary embarrassments were at an end in 
the year 1793 ; private friends then paid his debts, and 
presented him with an annuity of .£3000. He never 
afterwards made a bet or engaged in any game of chance. 
In 1795 he married Mrs. Armitstead, who had lived 
for some time previously with him ; this union in- 
creased the comfort of his later years. His nephew. 
Lord Holland, to whom he acted as guardian, was 
trained by him with aU *a father’s care, and repaid 
this with all a son’s affection. One of the first 
thoughts o:[ his leisure hours was to write a bool^ 
He meditated a work on Racine, one of his favourite 
authors, whose plays, he fancied, were neither suffi- 
ciently well known nor adequately valued in this 
country. A new edition of Dryden's works was also 
planupd* by him. , He finally dcteimincd, however, to 
begin a history of England from the time of the Revo- 
lution, Sind thus furnish an antidote to the pernicious 
and unconstitutionsll views of Hume. 

He attended the meeting of Parliament in January, 
1800, for the purpose of 'condemning the rejec- 
tion of Bonaparte’s overtures for peace. That 
heir of the Revolution was now entering upon his 
inheritance ; he had already been hailed as First 
Consul. He wrote a letter to George the Third, in 
which he proposed that hostilities sliould be ter- 
minated between the two countries. Lord Grenville, 
then Secretary for Foreign Affairs, writing to his 
brother, the Marquess of Buckingham, immediately 
after the receipt of the letter, communicates its con- 
tents, and adds, “ T need not tell you that w^e shall 
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say — no.” * In a subsequent letter, Lord Grenville 
uses the phrase “ that nest of robbers and assassins, 
called the French Government.” Holding such an 
opinion, it is not surprising, though it was most 
lamentable, that ho did not give a favourable re- 
ception to the friendly views of Bonaparte. Nor is it 
wonderful, though it is certainly ludicrous, that the 
reply vouchsafed was to the effect that the best 
guaranty for peace would be the “ restoration of the 
ancient line of princes under whom France had en- 
joyed so many centuries of l)rosperity.” There was an 
audacity, almost sublime, in offering the olive branch to 
.Bonaparte conditionally on his restoring the Bourbons. 

Fox never attempted to justify everything the French 
had done. He thought “ that their successive rulers 
have been as bad and as execrable in various instances 
as any of the most despotic and unprincipled Govern- 
ments that the world ever saV.” Nor did ha .'’*ouder 
at this. They had been bred in the bad school of the 
House of Bourbon. " They have iniitated the practice 
of their great prototype, and, tiirough their whole 
career of mischief and of crimes, have done no more 
than servilely trace the steps of their own Louis XIV. 
If they have overrun countries and ravaged them, 
they have done it on Bourbon principles. If they have 
ruined and dethroned sovereigns, it is entirely after 
the Bourbon manner. If they have ever fraternized 
with the people of other countries, and pretended 
to make their cause their own, they have only faith- 
fully followed the Bourbon example. They have con- 
stantly had Louis, the Grand Monarque, in their cye.”f 

* Court and CaLinctK of Qoorgo IlL, vol. iii., p, 4, 

t Speeches, vol. vi., p. 301. 
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As to a restoration of the House of Bourbon which 
the Ministry desired, Fox laid, down doctrines, then 
styled revolutionai3% but which are truly statesman- 
like : — “ I think the people of France, as well as 
every other people, ought to have the Grovemmcnt 
which they like best themselves, and the form of 
that Government, or the persons who hold it in their 
hands, should never be an obstacle with one to treat 
with the nation for peace, or live with them ‘in 
amity; but as an Englishman, and actuated by 
English feelings, T <surely oannot wish for the restora- 
tion of the House of Bourbon to the throne of France. 
^ hope that I am not a man to bear heavily upon a^ 
unfortunate family. I feel for their situation; I 
respect their distresses ; but, as a friend of England, 
I cannot wish for their restoration to the power which 
they abused. I cannot forget that the whole history 
of tli 9 , pomitry is little 'more than an account of the 
wars and the calamities arising from the restless ambi- 
tion, the intrigues, and the perfidy of the House of 
Bourbon.”* In tiie course of this speech he made 
two incidental allusions which are interesting as indi- 
cations of his opinion : the first was, that every man 
would desire, once in his life at least, to make a 
pilgrimage to Switzerland, “ the country of liberty and 
peace ; ” the second was, he hoped every one was con- 
vinced by this time “ that a Republican Government, 
like that of America, may exist without danger or 
injury to social order or to established monarchies.” 

In the debates on the Union between Great Britain 
and Ireland, he took no part. But his opinion was 
adverse ta the Union ; he doubted the competence of 
* Speeches, vol. vi., p. 397. 
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the Irish Parliament to vote its ovra annihilation with- 
out special authority from the people, and he doubted 
' the advantage of the addition of an hundred members 
to the Parliament of Great Britain. When, however, 
the Union was consummated, he expressed himself as 
adverse to its repeal as he had been to its formation ; 
he formally disclaimed entertaining a thought of re- 
versing what had been done, “that being now im- 
practicable, although he regretted the Union ever 
having been effected.” ** 

The resignation of Pitt in 1801*, and the appoint- 
ment of Addington as Premier in his stead, was fol- 
l 9 wed by peace with France. Before this occurred, 
however, an Act of Indemnity was passed for the pro- 
tection of those who had been too zealous and active 
in upholding arbitrary power since 1 793 ; a practical 
confession that the law had been broken by those 
who were pledged to observe and adipinister it . jt 

As soon as hostilities with France were suspended, 
many persons left this country on a visit to Paris. 
This perfectly lawful and harmless proceeding was 
regarded with suspicion. Some have thought fit to 
refer to it in these words ; — “ About this period several 
Englishmen, who prided themselves on their patriotism, 
crossed the Channel to pay their respects to the First 
Consul. Among them were Mr. Fox, Lord Holland, 
and Mr. Grey.” f The real object of Fox’s visit to 
Paris was to examine the Archives of the Foreigp 
Ofiice there for the purposes of his history. He daily 
spent several hours in that office reading and transcrib- 
ing papers. He was presented to the First Consul, 

k 

• Diary of Lord Colchester, vol. ii., p. 39. 

t Couit and Cabinets of George 111., vol. iii,, p. 182. 
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who tried to propitiate him with flattery, hut who only 
embarrassed and annoyed him. He visited Lafayette 
at his country residence of Lagrange, where he was 
received with cordiality and afterwards remembered 
with affection. The great Republican patriot and the 
great Whig leader were mutually pleased with each 
other. The ivy which now mantles the turrets of the 
gateway at Lagrange was plan ted, by Fox.* 

He returned to England firm in the belief that 
Bonaparte desired to maintain peace. M. Lanfrey, 
the last and most •trustworthy of the historians of 
Bonaparte, maintains that, in this matter, the English 
statesman was too sanguine, and allowed his wishes 
to warp his* judgment. If all Bonaparte’s demands 
had been acceded to, he would have kept peace with 
Etigland till it suited his puipose to attack her ; but 
that his ambition would have been satiated with any- 
th in g^]pgs than the conquest of this country is no 
longer an 6pcn question. 

The Addington Administration, which had concluded 
the peace of Amiens^was as anxious as Fox himself to 
avoid recommencing hostilities ; but there was hardly 
any option ; to avert war hatl become almost impossible. 
The King was not displejjsed at the prospect. He had 
disapproved of the treaty of Amiens. In that treaty of 
peace a secret .ai-ticle was inserted relating to Hanover, 
concerning which he remarked : — “ If Ministers think 
th^ can win me over to their opinions as to peace 
with these fellows, by stipulations about Hanover, they 
are mistaken.” He told Lord Malmesbury : — “ Do you 
know what I call the peace ? — an experimental pedee, 

* Chai'les Bdmusat's “Aiigleterre au Dix-Huitiemo Si^clo,*’ 
Tol. ii., p. 560. 
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for it is nothing else. I am sure you think so, and 
perhaps do not give it so gentle a name, but it was 
unavoidable. I was abandoned by everybody-!— Allies 
and all. I have done, I conscientiously believe, for 
the bfest, because I could not do otherwise ; but had I 
found more opinions like mine, better might have been 
done.” * He held similar language after the capitula- 
tion of Lord Cornwallis, when the American war could 
not be prosecuted by anyone in his right mind. How- 
ever, in this he was perfectly consistent; he could never 
pai'don those who had rebelled against him, or those 
who had rebelled against their so-called lawful monarch ; 
Jic Avas implacable towards American Republicans and 
French Rejmblicans ; in both cases he was ready to 
fight at any cost, unconditional submission or absolute 
extermination being, in his opinion, the only alterna- 
tive. 

While indispos(‘,d to sanction a renewal ''f the 
contest with France, Fox was most reluctant to 
entrust the Addington Ministry' with its conduct. 
He contended, moreover, that gfoss insults were not 
suftioient in themselves to justify an immediate appeal 
to force for redress. He drew’^ a clear distinction 
between insults and injuries received by States, and 
he maintained that “ it was not the insult that was 
the. just ground of war, but the refusal of satisfaction 
for insult, after representation duly made and satis- 
faction demanded.” But no one spoke in stro^er 
and more indignant terms than he used with re^d 
to the demand of Bonaparte to expel the refugees. 
Ho said, “ Let a man, be he a native of France, of 
England, or of any other country, observe but the 

* Diaries of L<ird Malmesbury, vol. iv., pp, Gl, 62 . 
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duties of good neighbourhood and submission to the 
laws, he ought never to be molested for his opinions, 
in what corner of the earth soever he should retire for 
refuge. Crimes alone could bring him under the 
judicial cognizance of any just government. To deny 
any man, be his condition or rank what it might, or 
coming from whatever part of the globe, the rights of 
hospitality for his political principles, would be cruel, 
cowardly, and totally unworthy of the British cha- 
racter. .... To give up men of this description, 
therefore, would be the worst and basest act I am 
capable of conceiving. No man, I believe, is more a 
l#ver of peace than I am. No one, perh.aps — and^T 
hope not to be sus[»octed at this time of bearing hard 
uj>on an unfortunate /amUy, when I say it — ^no one, 
perhaps, politically speaking, lias less respect than I 
have for the House of Bourbon ; yet I am ready to 
dcclacY?. ihat for that fiaftiily — nay, for the worst prince 
of that family — if among them there should be a bad 
one — I should be ’ready to draw my sword and go to 
war rather than ' cifliiply with a demand to withdraw 
from him the hospitality to which he had trusted.”* 
There was remarkable unanimity, outside the 
narrow circle of his own household and the relations 
whom he had appointed to high ofl&ce, in consider- 
ing Addington incompetent to direct the Govern- 
ment while a war with France was being waged. 
!]^en the King, who was Addington’s strongest ad- 
mirer, saw that his “ own Chancellor of the Exchequer,” 
as he fondly styled him, ought to retire. Pitt, being 
commissioned to form an Administration, assured his 
Majesty that public affaii's were in so critical a state 
* Speeches, vol. vi., p. 501. 
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as to render a strong government indispensable, and 
that, in such a government, Lord Grenville and Mr. 
Fox ought to have leading places. His Majesty 
replied that he had no objection to Lord Grenville 
and others, who professed Whig views, being appointed 
Ministers, but that Fox was absolutely inadmissible. 
The King afterwards told George Rose that “ he had 
taken a positive determination not to admit Mr. Fox 
into his councils, even at the hazard of a civil war.” 
Lord Grenville and his friends declined to separate 
themselves from Fox, even- though the latter gener- 
ously urged them not to make his exclusion a ground 
fpr their refusal. In a letter to Addington, his Majesty 
said, " Lord Grenville, Lord Spencer, and Mr. Windham 
have declined even treating, as Mr. Fox is excluded 
by the express command of the King to Mr. Pitt” 
Like nearly all statesmeu who have long been in 
office, who have enjoyed the intoxication of pow^'l and 
have for a time pined in tlie monotony of a private 
station, Pitt was most anxious to become again a dis- 
penser of patronage and an active nfiler of men. Reluc- 
tant to imperil his prospects by refusing to accept 
the King’s conditions, and exulting in that sublime 
belief in himself which was his greatest strength, 
he determined to act as the head of a Ministry 
in which, save himself, there was no great adminis- 
trator, no commanding orator, and in which, with 
one expeption, his colleagues who occupied promi- 
nent posts were mediocrities. He had even to 
undergo the humiliation of having to make overtures 
to Addington in order to gain votes, and the still 
more cutting humiliation of being obliged to give 
places to Addington himself and some of his most 
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incompetent adherents. This re-arrangement of 
the Ministry was the topic of Sheridan’s happiest 
sarcasms. “The right honourable gentleman [Pitt] 
went into ofiS.ce alone ; but, lest the Government 
should become too full of vigour from his vigorous 
support, he thought proper to beckon back some of 
the weakness of the former Administration. He, I 
suppose, thought that the Administration became, 
from his support, like spirits above proof, and required 
to be diluted ; that, like gold refined to a certain 
degree, it would be unfit* for use without a certain 
mixture of alloy ; that the Administration would be 
teo brilliai^ and dazzle the House, unless he called 
back a certain part of the mist and fog of the last 
Administration to render it tolerable to the eye.” * 

Great as wCre Pitt’s abilities, he was unable to carry 
on the Government with efifcct when surrounded by 
dumftiies. Lord Melville, the ablest of his colleagues, 
was impeached for malversation at the Admiralty. An 
invasion being apprehended, a ludicrous attempt was 
made to destroy tK^ enemy’s flotilla at Boulogne by 
means of catamerans, and much money was lavished 
in erecting useless martello towers around our coasts. 

Bonaparte, after taking the title of Emperor of the 
French, made another personal appeal to the King for 
peace, but was again repulsed. Pitt formed a project 
to combine Prussia, Austria, and Russia against the 
disturber of Europe ; subsidies w^ere granted to the 
German Powers. One glorious success gained by 
Nelson at Trafalgar, was purchased with his precious 
life. Disasters succeeded each other in rapid succes- 
Mon. Thtf Austrian General Mack was obliged to 

• SheridaxL^K Speeches, voL iii., p. 491. 
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capitulate at -Ulm ; the battle of Ausferlitz, soon 
after, gave the death-blow to the triple alliance, made 
Bonaparte master of the most valuable portion of 
Europe, and broke the haughty heart of Pitt. On the 
23rd of January, 1806, the Prime Minister expired at 
the age of forty-seven. His last words were, “ Save 
my country 1 ” Sheridan told the House of Commons 
that they must have been uttered owing to a fear “ that 
his incapable colleagues would remain in power.” * 
What Pitt had apprehended, the King tried to 
effect. Lord Hawkesbuiy, the lea’st incapable among 
his remaining colleagues, was empowered to form an 
Administration : if he were the- best, what must the 
King have thought of them collectively, when his own 
opinion of Lord Hawkesbury ‘was thus expressed to 
George Rose two years previously ? — However the 
Foreign Ministers might differ on other points, their 
dislike and contempt for Lord Hawkesbury 'w^ de- 
cidedly unanimous ; his Lordship always approached 
him with a vacant kind of grin, and had hardly ever 
anything business-like to say to him.” f On this oeca- 
sion, however, Lord Hawkesbury showed that he was 
not wholly wanting in common sense by advisihg that 
Lord Grenville should be entrusted with the task he 
had declined to execute. To this the King assented, 
though it must have been with infinite pain ; he 
had “ repeatedly told Mr. Rose, in the course of the 
past two years, that Lord Grenville was even more 
offensive to him than Mr. Fox ever was,” { and he 
afterwards complained that his Lordship entered his 
pree^nce with the air of the victor at Austerlitz. 

* Sheii^u’s Speeches, toL iii., p. 505. 

t Diaries of Qeorge Bose, toI. ii., p. 157. 

i Ibid., p. 390. 
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Lord Grenville’s acceptance. of the office of First 
.Lord of the Treasury was coliditional upon Fox being 
his colleague as Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
The King made no objection, though little more 
than a year had elapsed since he declared that, 
rather than assent to this, he would hazard a civil 
war. George the Third, though a man of extraor- 
dinary obstinacy and of undoubted personal courage, 
was yet prudent enough to yield when longer re- 
sistance would have been fraught with real peril. 
Besides, on this oecasioit he derived comfort from 
the reflection that the new Administration could 
^ot dispense with the services of Addington, now 
Lord Sidnfouth, and* commonly known by the nick- 
name of “ the Doctor.” He had so much influence 
with the King and so large a personal following as 
to be a powerful and dangerous opponent. On this 
accent he became the •indispensable member of suc- 
cessive Cabinets. * Canning wittily said, “ The Doctor 
is like the measles ; everybody has him once.” 

When Fox becajgao Secretary of State for the third 
time, he did not purpose holding that office long. 
His hpalth was feeble ; his love of a country life was 
intense ; his desire to complete his History of Eng- 
land was extreme. Lord Malmesbury remarks that 
“ his death seemed, from the time he took office, to be 
a near event, and the assiduity and diligence with 
which he attended both his official and Parliamentary 
duties, for he did so till even the last days of his 
existence, hastened the event” * He told his nephew. 
Lord Holland, that his ambition as a Minister was 
directed towards two things only — to conclude peace 

* Diaries of Lord Malmesbury, ysl. iy., p. 354. 
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and?, ta the Slave Trade ; these he ponsidered 

*l two such glorious things,” that he could not give 
theta up to any other person, adding, If 1 can 
manage them, I will retire.” He knew there was 
an alternative which would enable him to have more 
leisure, and yet remain in the Cabinet. Indeed, it 
Was formally proposed that he should be raised to the 
peerage. His reply was, it “ seems the natural way, 
but that cannot be. I have an oath in Heaven 
against it ; I will not close my politics in that foolish 
way, as so many have done before me.” * 

One of the first topics on which he had to give an 
opinion in Parliament was the proposal to pay thg 
debts of Pitt, and vote a public 'funeral tcT him. He 
had no hesitation in voting that £ 40,000 should be 
paid to Pitt’s creditors, and that his body should be 
interred in Westminster Abbey at the public cost ; 
but he was unable to imite with the fiiends^ of_ the 
deceased in declaring that he wsfe an “ excellent 
Minister,” whose loss was “ irreparable.” Accord- 
ingly, he opposed the motion gp worded, on the 
ground of the “ impossibility of his decreeing honours 
to Mr. Pitt, who had countenanced and suppeyted a 
system of government which had unfortunately pre- 
vailed through the whole of the present reign — that of 
invisible influence more powerful than the public 
servants of the Crown.” He told the Speaker, who 
has left the fact on record, that he had been in great 
difficulties on that occasion ; had offered to sup- 
port the motion if it were couched in a less offensive 
form, and had intimated his approval of an inscription 
expressive of Pitt’s “ transcendent talents and virtues, 

* Lord HoUandVs li||^znoirs of the Whig Party, yol. i., p. 250. 
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and the diainteiested integrity displayed' through a 

long course of arduous services” * However, all com- 
promise being rejected, Fox had no option hut to 
notify his dipipprobation. 

His first work as a Minister was to begin a corre- 
spondence with Talleyrand. This led to the Earl of 
Lauderdale being sent to Paris in order to negotiate 
a peace ; he failed, owing to the excessive and 
inadmissible demands of the French Government. 
Despite his aversion to war. Fox entered into hos- 
tilities with Prussia. That Power had annexed the 
Electorate of Hanover in a summary and most 
jinjustifiable manner. In considering the course ^to 
be pursued. Fox remembered his declarations re- 
peatedly made in the House of Commons, to the 
effect that “ the justifiable grounds of war were 
insult, injury, or danger. For the first, satisfaction ; 
forihe, second, reparation; for the third, security is the 
object. Each of these, too, was tlie proper object of 
negotiation, which ought ever to precede war, except 
in the case of an attack actually commenced.” f On 
this occasion, he could not obtain either satisfaction m 
reparation. The King of Prussia, being entirely sub- 
servient to Bonaparte, had annexed Hanover as much 
to please the French and humiliate Great Britain, as 
to gratify himself. Sir George Jackson states tliat, 
when the English Ambassador, acting upon instruc- 
tions fiom home, asked for his passports, “ the 
greatest consternation was excited by this. prompt 
decision of the British Government.” j: Fox censured 

Diary of Lord Colchester, vol. ii., p. 31. 
t Speeches, vol. v., p. 26. 

X The Dianes of Sir George Ja^soii, vol. i., p. 427. 
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both the seizure itself, and the arbitrariness with which 
the people of the country were treated by the King of 
Prussia and by Bonaparte. No regard was paid to 
their feelings. Upon presenting the King’|i Message to 
the House on the 23rd of April, he put the case in the 
following terms : — “ If we arc to make exchanges, let 
us exchange those things which are the proper objects 
of exchange ; let us give a field for a field, or let us 
exchange its stock, its oxen, and its sheep ; but let us 
not consider the people of a country, or the subjects of 
a State, as matter for exchange -or barter. There 
must be, in every nation, a certain attachment of the 
pwple to its form of government, without which nq 
nation can subsist. The principle, then, of transferring 
the subjects of one prince to another, strikes at the 
foundation of every government, and the existence of 
every nation."* To a reader of this generation, the 
foregoing views appear trite abd commonplace, J^ut, 
when expressed, they were novel. -Fox was almost 
singular among the statesmen of his age in apprehend- 
ing the true principle of nationalities. So little were 
the inhabitants of a country considered that the 
strongest contemporary denouncers of Bonaparte, in- 
stead of censuring him for wrongs inflicted on alien 
nations, execrated him for having despoiled crowned 
heads alike of their possessions and their subjects. 
Bulers, deprived of thrones, excited sympathy ; the 
enslaved people had few fiiends. Lord Suffolk, then 
Secretary of State, upon being officially informed that 
Russia, Fhissia, and Austria had agreed to apportion 
amoiig themselves a' part of Poland, and to convert 
Poles, by royal decree, into Russian, Prussian, and 
* Speeches, voh yi., p, 647. 
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Austrian subjects, simply remarked that it was “a 
very curious transition.” 

Fox’s health was so much impaired in the spring of 
1806 that his physicians counselled rest; but their 
remonstrances could not avail to induce him to absent 
himself on the 10th of June, the day appointed for 
moving resolutions against the Slave Trade. Although 
suffering from great debility, Jie yet made a most 
animated and telling speech. His motion was car- 
ried by 114 to 15; a similar one moved by Lord 
Grenville in the* Housb of Lords was carried by 
41 to 20. The session being too far advanced, the 
*9Bill to give effect to these resolutions was not in^o- 
duced till the following year, when it passed»into law. 
Pitt had often, and with great eloquence, denounced 
the Slave Trade ; but he had never made its abolition 
a government measure.^ He knew that the King was 
opfJbsed to inter/erence with the traffic in negroes ; * 
whatever the King strongly disliked, he forbore to 
press. 

This was the la^ appearance and the last speech of 
the great Whig statesman in the House, of which he 
had tteen a member for nearly forty years, of which he 
was now the leader and, by common consent, the 
greatest ornament. His malady was a disease of the 
liver which, in its last stage, took the form of dropsy. 
He died at Chiswick House on the 13th of September, 
1806, at the age of fifty-eight. The details of his fatal 
illness and his dying moments have been recounted 
with minuteness by Trotter, his private secretary, 
and by Lord Holland, his nephew. These, however, 
are matt^ with which the public has no more concern 


* Ooxut and Cabmets of George III., yol. iv.> p. 152. 
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than about the ^details of the birth of a public man. 
The bedchamber ought to be regftrded as sacred to 
all but privileged friends and members of the sufferer’s 
family. Instead, then, of reproducing what ought 
never to have been paraded before the world, let me 
give, as the last words of Fox, his final utterance in 
public at the time of his re-election for Westminster, 
after being appointed Secretary of State, and some of 
his farewell remarks in Parliament. He told the electors 
of Westminster ; “ I am now what I always have been, 
a Mend to liberty, an enemy •to eorruption, and a firm 
and decided supporter of that just weight which the 
people ought to have in the scale of the Constitution.”* 
In the House of Conimons, when last appeared 
there, he moved the following resolution: — “That thia 
House, conceiving the African slave trade to be contrary 
to the principles of justice, humanity, and sound policy, 
will, with all practicable expedition, proceed to tike 
effectual measures for abolishing the said ’trade in 
such manner and at such period as* may be deemed 
advisable.” This motion was prefaced with a speech 
of which the following is the opening sentence : — “ So 
fully am I impressed with the vast importance and 
necessity of attaining what will be the object of my 
motion this night, that if, during the almost forty years* 
that I have had the honour of a seat in Parliament, I 
had been so i»rtunate as to accomplish that, and that 
only, I should think I had done enough, and could retire 
from public life with comfort, and the conscious satis- 
faction that I had done my duty.”! No other 

• 

♦ Memoirs of the Public Life of C. J. Pox, by E; Pell, vol. ii., 

t Speeches, Tol. Ti., p. 658. 
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statesman ever closed his career % the House of 
Commons in a more admirable and noble strain. He 
was honoured with a public funeral. The mortal 
remains of Fox were appropriately laid in West- 
minster Abbey, alongside of those of his great rival 
in statesmanship, William Pitt, and near to those of 
his equal in patriotism and oratory, Lord Chatham. 



HtS STATESMANSHIP. 


When Fox entered the* arena* of Parliamentary 
debate, hardly a man in years though full of coufi- 
dijnee and capacity, he astounded all competitors and 
rejoiced all his friends. The early anticipation of Sir 
George Savile, that his readine3s,in detecting blots and 
his celerity in hitting the bird’s-eye of an argument 
would ensure his rapid advancement to the first place 
among debaters, proved to have been well founrled. 
His large fund of general and useful knowledge, and 
the ease with which he turned it to ihe best account, 
confirmed the assertion of that shiwvd obsejjyer, “ that 
others may have more stock, but Fox has more ready 
money about him than any of his party.” * At first, 
however, he was m(*rely an irregular and flaming 
meteor in the political firmament, dazzling beholder^ 
but shedding no steady light to guide tbeir footsteps. 
He reminde4^nen of the versatile and brilliant Charles 
Townshend, whom everybody admired but in whom 
none would confide. He was as luminous, genial, and 
witty as Lord North, as fluent and sensible as George 
Grenville, as dogmatic and presumptoous as Rigby, as 
emphatic and personal as Barrd. The young debater was 
* Memoilu of the Marquobb of Bockingham, yol. i., p. 228. 
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not afraid to measure himself with*Edmund Burhe, 
and he did so with a success deemed matvelloua 

During the opening years of his attendance in the 
House of Commons, whether filling a subordinate posi- 
tion in the Administration of Lord North, or acting 
as an independent member, his speeches were all 
cfiective. and were enjoyed for their point and fresh- 
ness, yet they seemed to be the utterances of a clever 
young man who delighted in showing his skill in fence 
and attack, or of an advocate who takes a side and 
upholds it in the interests of others, rather than those 
of the statesman who subordinates himself to the 
^ause of his country. He then acted Jis the exponent 
of his father’s vk'WS and the mouthpiece of family 
tivaliies. Stephen, his elder brother, did likewise : he, 
too, spoke with quickness and cleverness ; but he gave 
no promise of ever displacing anything superior to 
empty .loquacity ; had he lived longer, he would have 
been to Charles Barnes the foil which the second Lord 
Chatham was to 'his younger brother William Pitt. 

The American^war evoked the generalship and 
statesmanship of two of George the Third’s best and 
least appreciated subjects — George Washington and 
Charles James Fox. As to the impolicy of that war, 
^ox had no doubt from the outset. When the dis- 
turbances at Boston were made a pretext for a mea- 
sure designed to punish the Americaqjf and uphold 
the right to tax them, he refused his sanction. 
When the repeal of the obnoxious tea duty, the im- 
position of which had originated the rebellion, was 
moved on the 19th of April, 1774, he was one pf the 
small minority of forty-nine that supported and voted 

for the measure of conciliation. If the piudeut and 

# 
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■1^74 taB ^ ofAjjiig j&f the year 17d2,,Foic displayed 
dli enetgy i^ arts of An incom^ahle orator in 
denouncing titie '^ar, and' aU tHe tactics of a great 


{)arty leader and genuine statesman 4n labouring to 
terminate it In Orattan's opinion, lus speeches 
during this period were the finest of all those he 
delivered in Parliament Gibbon considered that he 


then exhibited, in his conduct of .a party, capacity 
for governing an empire. 

Clearly perceiving, at an early period in his political 
career, that efficient government was impossible so 
long as Parliament was checked in yielding due 
obedience to the •wishes of the nation, Fox stood 
forward as the champion of Pailiamentary inde- 
pendence agamst royal supi&macy and dictatjpn 
Fearmg lest the army, which should have coerced 
the refiactory Americans into submission, would next 
be employed to suppress bberty at hpme, be considcied 
that Ae conquest of America would bo a greater evil 
than the dismemberment of the empuo. „ 

That the influence of the Crown had waxed so 


strong, and had been exercised so unscrupulously as 
to constitute a national danger, was admitted by the 
House of Commons which supported the Kmg’s 
policy. The general feeling alike of Parliament and 
the nation was expressed in the words of Dunning’s 
successful motion : — “ It is now necessary to declare 
that .the influence of the Crown has increased, is 
increasing, and ought to be dimmished.” .Thinking 
men of all parties agreed that a radical change 
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ought to be mado; he&oe ibe appio'^al extended to 
Burke’s Bills for EconozAioal B^orm, and tilie Bill 
forbidding Govemxneut conteactors to Mt in ParCa* 
ment. But to any* change, the King was irreconcilably 
opposed. Fox, on the other hand, not only advocated 
what Burke and others had proposed, but wished to 
dam up the current of intimidation and corruption at 
the fountain head. He desired to restrain and reform 
the Crown ; to restore the system of constitutional rule 
which prevailed when the great-grandfather and grand- 
father of George the Third occupied the throne. George 
the Third claimed’ the ri^t of emplo3dng as responsible 
advisers those only whom he personally liked, and 
•who were, ready to consult and execute his personal 
wishes. Fox maintained that whoever was clearly 
designated by the voice of the country, and obtained 
thefapproval of Parliament, ought to receive and enjoy 
the confidence of the t^wn till the country spoke in 
a different sens^ and* the support of Parliament was 
formally withdrawn. Such is the present practice ; 
but that system *George the Third combated with all 
his might, and regarded as an unjustifiable restriction 
upon his sway. 

The system which the King favoured and Fox 
opposed now prevails in the United States of America. 
There, the President composes his Cabinet of those 
whom he personally prefers. The only check upon 
him IS the concurrence of the Senate in his nomi- 
nations. The framers of the plan doubtless thought 
that in this, as in other matters, the Senate would be 
as tractable as the Tihigliah House of Lords. Nor have 
they been mistaken. The disapproval of the Senate is 
. the excejftion, and, when the Senate has ratified an 
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appointment, no alteration can be made in the Cabinet, 
except by voluntary resignation, so long as the Presi- 
dent is satisfied. Thus, while the objectionable system 
has been abandoned in this country, it is perpetuated 
in the United States in the form most obnoxious to 
many of our forefathers at the time when the Ameri- 
cans had resolved to emancipate themselves from all 
dependence upon England. 

Much might be said in argument alike for the con- 
tention of George the Third and the objections of Fox. 
Neither inflexible rule, nor immemorial custom, could 
be cited in favour of the one view or the other. At the 
Kevolution of 1688, and at the time when the Act of 
Settlement was added to the Statute Book, a single 
consideration was paramount ; the substitution for a 
family, which asserted a divine claim and an lj,ere- 
ditary right to rule over this country, of a family which 
could make no such pretensiont,‘and would be unlilsply 
to strive to' give, efiect to the conse(luences of such a 
claim. It was supposed that, if Parliament were recog- 
nized as supreme, the machinery of government would 
naturally adjust itself in such a manner as to render 
the Sovereign in fact as in supposition the seryant of 
the Constitution. The mode in which the Sovereign 
should appoint his advisers was not defined. William 
the Third began by selecting Ministers from all parties : 
Whigs and Jacobites sat in the same Cabinet Council. 
They gave the King little advice, their duty being to 
execute his orders and act as heads of departments. 
He was the chief of his own Cabinet. At a later 
period, he entrusted administrative functions to Whigs 
alone. Queen Anne chose Ministers who„ possessed 
the confidence of Parliament, and the two first Georges ^ 
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found themselves obliged, by the necessities of their 
position, to act after the same fashion. 

To accept as absolutely binding a precedent taken from 
the reign of William the Deliverer would be ridiculous. 
That monarch’s situation was as exceptional as his 
service. Even George the Third would have found 
that he had gone too far if, relying on the fact that 
William the Third had vetoed Bills, ho had ventured 
to do likewise. The defensible course for him in an 
emergency was adherence to the practice of his im- 
mediate predecessors. Tfiey had reigned long enough 
to establish a trustworthy precedent for their im- 
mediate d^eendants. This was the view of Fox and 
the Whig party. But the King thought differently. 

George the Third was convinced that his grand- 
father and great-grandfather had been fettered and 
enslaved, had been the mere puppets of Ministers, and 
wei% either afrai(J or unable to magnify their offices. 
He deliberately resolved that nothing which he could 
^o to establish an opposite system should be left un- 
done. Accordingly he determined to be guided in all 
things by his own opinions or prepossessions, to appoint 
no Minister who thought and acted in a way dis- 
pleasing to him, or, if forced by circumstances to ap- 
point any one to high office against his own wishes, to 
withhold from that Minister his confidence and co- 
operation. Many applauded his procedure. In 
the reigns of the two first Georges, nothing of im- 
portance could be gained by those who were per- 
sonally liked by their Sovereign. No man was a greater 
favourite with George the Second than Carteret, yet he 
jcould do lefe for Carteret whom he loved than he had 
to do for Pitt whom he detested. The monarch’s friends 
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might possess his affection, but they could not always 
get promotion. The personal friends of George the 
Third, on the contrary, had everything in their favour. 
They had only to conciliate him in order to have their 
highest ambition gratified. He was as ready to serve 
and reward those who stood by him as he was irre- 
concilable to those who opposed a measure of whicli he 
approved, or a man whom he trusted and honoured. 
When he found himself hard pressed and in evident 
antagonism to Parliament, his favourite declaration 
was that he would “never stoop’ to Opposition” — 
would not degrade himself, as he thought, by choosing 
a Tnew Ministry from the ranks of those who had de 
feated the Ministry with which he was entirely pleased. 

The Earl of Bute, George Grenville, the Duke of 
Grafton, Lord North, the Earl of Shelburne, Wil- 
liam Pitt, Henry Addington, were all Prime Ministers 
by virtue -of the King’s personal choice. He eVen 
nominated great officers of State without consulting, 
or considering the opinion of the head of the Admini^ 
tration. Thus Lord Eldon becanSe Chancellor with- 
out Addington, his official superior, having any voice 
in the appointment. Lord Eldon himself said, and 
saw nothing strange in the avowal, “ I was the King’s 
Lord Chancellor, not the Minister’s.” * The Marquess 
of Rockingham, and the Duke of Portland became 
Prime Ministers by what the King and his friends 
culled “storming the Closet.” When, however, his 
Majesty had to entrust the Government to a Liberal 
Ministry, he thwarted his unwelcome advisers in every 
posdble way ; intrigued against them ; instigated 
others to do likewise, till their authority b^ing under- 
* Life of Lord, Eldoiii yol. i., p. 367. 
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minecl, and their measures having miscarried, their 
downfall occurred. 

To this system, which had no justificatiofl according 
to the spirit of the Constitution, George the Third had 
in Fox a consistent, an indefatigable, and un3delding 
opponent. The statesmanship of the Whig leader was 
antagonistic to the Sovereign’s policy. Fox was ready 
to respect and anxious to uphold all the just and in- 
nocuous privileges of the Crown, but he was still more 
inclined to sustain and defend the acknowledged 
rights of the people. Chief among the latter, he ranked 
the principle that, whenever Parliament advised or 
intimated ^that a Ministry ought to be changed, the 
change should be at once made by the King. He thought 
Pai’liament should govern and the Monarch reign. 
George the Third thought that Parliament ought to 
defer to his opinions ; thal^ as the father of his people, 
it fras for him to decide* what was best for them ; that 
he alone was competent to interpret the Constitution 
fh doubtful cases*; that, whatever he determined and 
performed must be» for the best, provided it had the 
approval of his own conscience. In practice, he 
prudently confined his antagonism, not to Parliament 
as a whole, but to a section of it ; he held that all 
who were not with him were against him, that all who 
voted against the Ministry of his own choice formed a 
factious Opposition, and he knew that the ruling spirit 
in that Opposition was Fox. 

What temporarily strengthened the King’s hands 
was the tacit or open approval his policy originally 
met with alike in Parliament and throughout the 
country. It was not universally considered monstrous 
or prejudicial, at the beginning of his reign, that he 
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should assert his prerogative of choosing advisers for 
purely personal reasons ; nor was such a course 
then regarded as an innovation or a danger. When no 
national principle is at stake, where there is no inter- 
ference with freedom, nor any illegal impost to repudiate 
and resist, the English people have always been prone 
to admire a display of energy and self-assertion on the 
part of the Sovereign. At the middle of the Eighteenth 
century, the nation at large did not thoroughly under- 
stand the value, in a constitutional sense, of the insig- 
nificant and secondary parts ‘the two first Georges had 
played. On the contrary, there was a widespread and 
irrational belief that the noble Whig families had 
become too powerful, and the wearer of the crown too 
much of a figure-head. Thus^ the phin of George 
the Third, which involved the transfer of power from 
the Whig party to himself, found favour, at the out- 
set, with the nation. In neither of the two preceding 
reigns could a section composed of tne King’s friends 
have grown influential. Such a body was now the 
stay and tool of the Crown ; a terror to the consti- 
tutional party in Parliament. By the members of this 
small but almost irresistible phalanx of royal servants, 
the Monarch’s failings were lauded as truly kingly 
virtues ; his childish personal antipathies were called 
natural and proper dislikes ; his pettish obstinacy was 
styled firmness ; his attachment to certain favourites 
was eulogised as disdrimination in selecting and 
trusting the most worthy. 

The general inclination to approve of what the young 
Moi^iTch did was increased by bis conduct as a husband. 
He was one of the few Sovereigns whose conjugal 
fidelity was altogether exceptional. Lord Chancellor 
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Thurlow, in his coarse style, expressed the common 
opinion wh^ telling the Prince of Wales he would 
never be popular like the King, who was “ faithful to 
that ugly woman, your mother.” While the contrast 
between the domestic morality of George the Third 
and his two predecessors was striking in the earlier 
part of his reign, the contrast at a later period between 
himself and his son and successor was greater stdl. 
Thus he had a hold«upon the nation’s heart such as not 
many English monarchs have secured. He was admired 
because he was a goodt husband ; it was fervently 
hoped that his reign would be protracted, seeing that 
^ his eldest son, who would succeed him, was an utter 
reprobate? 

• George the Third’s ill-timid, unwise, and firuitless 
efforts tc crush John Wilkes; the encouragement he 
gave to the high-handed infringement of the rights of 
the electors for Middlesex; his pertinacious support 
of the war with America after success* was as un- 
desirable as it was impossible, all lessened his early 
popularity, and ^ade even a House of Commons, 
elected to support Lord North, formally withdraw 
confidence from that l^inister's Administration. Then 
it was that Fox triumphed most completely. If it had 
not been for his subsequent error in coalescing with 
Lord North, his triumph would have been unalloyed 
and enduring. 

Fox considered the Coalition a defensible and neces- 
sary measure. He thought it offered the 'means for 
effectually checking the undue interference and 
the insufferable dictation of the Sovereign. One 
result ot the Coalition was to give the Sovereign 
an opportunity to exalt the prerogative to as high a 
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pitch, and to exarch kingcraft \<rith' as great bold- 
ness^ as had erer been imagined by James the First 
S^dom did Htf say anything more striking, never did 
he try to hinder anything in which his failure was 
more to be deplored, than when, as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the Administration of the Earl of Shel- 
burne, be ihus opposed and spoke of the projected union 
between Fox and North : — “ If, however, the baneful 
alliance is not already formed, if tins iU-omened mar- 
riage is not already solemnized, I know a just and 
lawful impediment, and, in the name of the public 
safety, I forbid the banns.” * 

Not the public safety so much as political morality 
was 'in peril of shipwreck. The union of two bodies 
of politicians, who for years had acted as relentless ^ 
foes, appeared to be as ominous of misfortune as a 
coalition between policemen and pickpockets. Fox 
and North joined hands on terms honourable to botlr ; 
their motived were unimpeachable ; their designs were 
exalted and praiseworthy, yet who could fathom 
their hearts or forecast their actiop 1 Were police- 
men to enter into a brotherhood with professional 
thieves, they might succeed ii^ converting the plim- 
derers of property into guardians of public safety ; yet 
it is more reassuring to see the accredited preservers 
of the peace and protectors of property remain in 
open antagonism to the filchers of purses and the 
robbers of dwellings. Influenced by such a feeling, 
the nation regarded with placid satisfaction the in- 
trigues of the King to overthrow the Coalition. The 
people were lukewarm when the prerogative was 
openly exerted to retain in office the Administration 
* William Fitt’s Speeches, toI. L, p. 61 . 
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of Pitt, despite votes of Vaiit of o<Htfideace passed by 
the House ef Cbuunoos. l^e blunder which Fox had 
made as a tactician could neither be retrieved nor 
counterbalanced by his oratory, and the wielder of the 
sceptre worsted by his obstinacy the' possessor of the 
most eloquent tongue of the day, the head of a Parlia- 
mentary majority, and the upholder of truly constitu- 
tional doctrines. 

Nothing but entire misapprehension of the issue 
involved, and blindness to the value of the principle 
at stake, can excuse the Ipvers of our free Constitution 
who patiently submitted to see it attacked in its essence 
^ke by the King and his first Minister. Pitt’s defence, 
as the avdwed head of a minority in the House* of 
Commons, took the form of taunting his opponents 
with a desire to force *“ themselves upon the Sovereign 
against his will,” and of asserting that it was contrary 
neidther to the letter ofithc law nor to the spirit of the 
Constitution to ‘hold office when deprived of the 
support of the House.* Moreover, he did not hesitate 
to express doctrines which Clarendon might have 
praised, Ibut which Somers would have spumed ; 
doctrines which in ouf day would be rejected and 
stigmatized as utterly unconstitutional by the most 
thorough-going Tory. He said, “ Prerogative, Sir, 
has been justly called a part of the rights of the people, 
and sure 1 am it is a part of their rights, which the 
people were never more disposed to defend, of which 
they never were mere jealous than at this hour. 
Grant only this, that this House has only a negative 
in the appointment of Ministers, and you transplant 


* Speeches, yol. i., p. 143. 
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the executive power into this House.” * No Minister 
since the Bevolution had treated the Commons with 
such contumely, had called in question their privileges 
with greater audacity, had limited their jurisdiction 
with greater distinctness. As if this language were not 
sufficiently haughty and menacing, he used a still 
loftier strain in a subsequent debate : “ Attempts have 
been made to fix imputations of criminality on the 
present Administration. Their sins have been stated, 
and one of the most glaring of them is, that the late 
Ministry was dismissed against the sense of the House. 
But what is the meaning of this charge % To what 
conclusion does the argument, when followed up, lead? 
Hoes it not fairly admit of this comment, that it is 
improper for his Majesty to dismiss his Ministers, 
provided they are approved of by the House of 
Commons, and that so long as they act agreeably to 
its sentiment, so long and no longer must they pose ess 
the patronstge of the Crown, and retain the offices of 
Administration? Is this a decent treatment of the 
prerogative 1 Is this constitution^ doctrine ? Is it 
not degrading the dignity of the Sovereign ? Is it not 
a transference of the prerogative of the Crown to the 
House of Commons, and placing the royal sceptre 
under the mace that lies upon the table ? '* t 

In terms like these, Chancellor Maupeou might have 
fitly spoken in the name of the despotic Louis the 
Fifteenth to the recalcitrant Parliament of Paris. If 
Strafford had heard such a speech in his day, he would 
have counselled Charles the First to bestow his entire 
confidence on the speaker. Had Bolingbroke survived 

• Speochea, toL i., p. 163. t Ibid.,.p. 139. 
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to hear or read it, he would have rejoiced at beholding 
a patriot King efficiently served by a truly prerogative 
Minister, and he would have seen, with stUl greater 
pleasure, the nation acquiescing in the* utterances of 
the Minister and tamely submitting to the conduct of 
the Monarch. To George the Third and his Mends 
this language seemed that of a man commissioned by 
Heaven to uphold royalty upon earth. 

The principles avowed, and the course pursued by 
Pitt, had the justification of success. Throughout the 
country, at the general election in 1 7 8 4, the crj’’ of “ Pitt 
and the Constitution ! ” awakened a response denied 
,to that of “ Fox and free Government ! ” Confirmed 
in office by an overwhelming majority, Pitt was* the 
•strongest Minister since the days of Sir Robert 
Walpole, and George the Third became the most 
arbitrary monarch since the days of Henry the Eighth. 
Brom^the position of leader of a great party. Fox was 
reduced, during* twenty-two years, to be the impotent 
denouncer of a* system he detested and a form of 
government he alj^orred. 

To the superficial observer, his practical statesman- 
ship jtiU appear a failure as a whole. Neither during 
the war with America, nor during the war with France, 
did he succeed in getting his policy of peace accepted 
and enforced. The close union he desired to see 
established between the Republic of the United States 
and the parent country was not effected; mutual 
suspicion was cherished, and took the place of the 
mutual cordiality which he advocated. The good 
understanding which he wished to establish with, 
France, when she had become emancipated ffom the 
rule of the Bourbons, was regarded as a calamity to 
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be averted, and tbe country squandered its treasures in 
men and gold to counteract that policy and to restore 
the Bourbons. Most disheartening of all may seem 
to be the long Administration of Pitt. But all these 
appearances are wholly deceptive. Although Pitt rode 
into power on prerogative, yet he maintained his ground, 
not BO much through the approval and support of the 
King, as on account of the King’s conviction that the 
Minister’s retirement would be the greatest of evils. 
In minor matters George the Third was allowed to be 
supreme ; he distributed appointments in the army, the 
church, and the law, according to his will and pleasure. 
Sometimes, in exercising patronage, he thwarted his 
Ministers, and put them in very embarrassing positions ;* 
they submitted for the sake of the latitude enjoyed by 
them on many important measures of State policy. 
One of the secret advisers of the King was Jenkinson, 
afterwards Earl of Liverpool! In 1786, he took up-a 
position in debate which was understood to have the 
approval of the Court, and was adverse to the view of 
the Ministry. * An eye-witness re<jords the, general 
belief that some years earlier the attitude of Jenkinson 
would have materially aflFected the division. ‘.‘But 
those times no longer existed, when in every part of 
the House were found the King’s fnends. The very 
race had almost become extinct, and another class of 
men, the Minister’s friends, supplied their place.” t 
Lord Malmesbury tells us that the King did not uni- 
formly find Pitt a pliant and subservient Minister, 
such as Lord North had been, and as Addington 

• See Court and Cabinets of Goorge III., for examples of this; 
particularly a letter from Mr. W. W. Grenville, in which he apoa^ of 
the folly and precipitation “ of the King,” vol. ii., pp, 132,^138. 

t Posthumous Memoirs, by Sir N« W. Wraxall, vol. ii., p. 134. 



HIS ATTACHMENT TO PEACE. 


413 


became. He expressed himself as having been “ long 
dissatisfied with Pitt’s and particularly with Lord 
Grenville’s ‘authoritative manners’ towards him.”* 
Thus Pitt held office by that very Parliamentary tenure 
which he had ridiculed. For the way in which he 
had acquired power, he deserved all Fox’s reproaches, 
but the principles of statesmanship which Fox pro- 
pounded were not invariably set at nought during 
the Administration of Pitt. Between them both were 
many 'more points in common than between either of 
them and the King. The conclusive vindication of 
Fox’s statesmanship is that it is now consecrated by 
•our Constitutional practice. , 

Another element in his statesmanship, though less 
important in a Constitutional sense, was quite as note- 
worthy, and equally honourable to him as a man. 
This was his attachment to peace ; a rooted preference 
fdir national progress by commerce to ag^*andizement 
through conques*t. The poet wrote, “ Peace when he 
spoke was ever bn his tongue.” Late in his political 
career, after deciding in the House of Commons “ It 
is with heartfelt satisfaction I reflect that, in every- 
thing* I ever proposed, I have supported the dignity 
of this country,” he added these memorable words, “ I 
regard it as a circumstance of good fortune to me, 
that I never gave an opinion by which one drop of 
British blood was shed or any of its treasure 
squandered.” f From his earliest to his latest years he 
advocated and depicted the superior advantages of 
peace over war. In 1782, he avowed himself “for 
peace in preference to war. It was not the policy of • 

* Diaries of T^ord Malmesbury, vol. iv., p. 2. 

t S]>ooclies, vol. V., p. 431. 
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this nation to go to war for territory, from the lust of 
mere dominion, or the love of power. He would be 
as moderate in his desire of new acquisitions as he 
would be determined in his resolution to keep what 
we have.”* 

But for peace at any price ; for turning the left 
cheek to the smiter ; for pelding everything rather 
than fight for anything. Fox never was an advocate. 
When the armies of George the Third were commis- 
sioned to crush liberty in America, when the armies 
of Austria and Prussia were marching to crush liberty 
in France, he was one of the heartiest in applauding 
the ^^rmed resistance made by Americans and French- 
men. Had this country been placed in like circum- 
stances, his voice would have been among the loudest 
for war. He expressed a hope, “ if ever we should be 
in the situation of the French, that we shall not 
hesitate to expend the whole c&pital of the count?y 
rather than have a Constitution imposed on us by 
a foreign enemy. • I had rather all should be taken 
away by the calamities of the present war-; I had 
rather we should submit to one, two, three, or four 
requisitions of all the adults in the kingdom ; all this 
I woiild rather submit to, than that the country 
should experience the misery of absolute servitude.” f 
Yet, while ready to engage in war when the arbitrament 
of arms had become the last resort, and to prosecute such 
a war with the utmost vigour, he would always be ready 
to negotiate. He constantly inculcated the mflYim 
that “ to propose negotiation was not to sue for 

peace.? The motions he repeatedly made to induce the 

«* 

* Speeches, vol. ii., p. 106. 

t Speeches, vol. v., p. 195. 
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Ministiy to enter into negotiations with France, were 
the expression of his belief that a desire to sheathe 
the sword when glory had been gained and honour ‘ 
satisfied, so far from being in the least derogatory, was 
most creditable to this country. He held that, — “ It 
is at every moment dignified and proper to strive to 
restore the blessings of peace, and it is certainly one 
thing to propose a negotiation in which terms are to 
be fairly and manfully discussed, and another to sue 
to your enemy for peace. He who objects to this dis- 
tinction is not animated Jby that feeling which ought 
ever to be uppermost in the mind of a statesman — 
gn anxious desire of shortening the calamity of war, 
and paving the way by every practicable means to 
Aat desirable end.”* 

While thoroughly appreciating the excellencies of 
the British Constitution, Fox was not one of those who 
regarded it as the Ark.df old, which to venerate was a 
duty and to touch was sacrilege. He was not haunted 
with the blind fear which confounds innovation with 
destruction, nor 'vwgs he imbued with that craving for 
novelty which can only be gratified, without being 
satiate^d, by perpetual and objectless change. In 1792, 
he recalled to the mind of the House, he had said in 
one of his very first speeches, “ that the greatest inno- 
vation that could be introduced into the Constitution 
of England was to come to a vote that there should be 
no innovation in it.” j" At one time he thought “ that 
annual or triennial Parliaments would be an improve- 
ment calculated to preserve the privilege of the people 
from^ the encroachments of the prerogative of the 

• * Speeches, toL ti., p. 212, 

t Speeches, yoL iy., p. 410. 
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Crown.” • To universal suffrage, his objection “was 
not distrust of the decision of the majority, but 
because there was no practical mode of collecting 
such suffrage, and that by attempting it, what &om 
the operation of hope on some, fear on others, and 
all the sinister means of influence that would so 
certainly be everted, fewer individual opinions would 
be collected than by an appeal to a limited number.” f 
Had the improved electoral machinery of the present 
day been in operation when he lived, he might have 
advocated a change which .is considered by modem 
Whigs as the most extreme and the last of all. To 
alarmists and opponents of all reform he offered 
arguments which would have convinced' them haA 
they been capable of dispassionate reatjoning : — “ The 
Septennial Act, in the opinion of many, hatl been the 
means of preserving the House of Brunswick on the 
throne. Bui had such a House of Commons*as «tlie 
present been then in being, what would have become 
of the House of. Brunswick and the Protestant suc- 
cession ? ‘ What,’ they would hqjvc said, * adopt so 

violent an innovation as septennial instead of triennial 
Parliaments ? Do you mean to subvert the^ whole 
fabric of the Constitution ? Triennial Parliaments 
were sanctioned at the glorious epoch of the Revolu- 
tion ; to Triennial Parliaments we owed all the 
prosperity, all the glory, of the reigns of King 
William and Queen Mary ; to Triennial Parliaments 
were we indebted for the victory of Blenheim.' ” 

In discussing every question. Fox counselled men 
to “look first and last to the reason of the thing, 

* Speeches, vol. u., p. 41. * 

t Speecheb, voL y., p. 1U8. X Ibid., p. 111. 
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'without,con8i<lering wheth^ or not the majority was 
likely to be for you or against you, and least of all to 
f<ac$. He admitted that the majority might some- 
times oppress the minority, and that the minority 
might be justified in resisting such oppression, even 
by force ; but as a general rule, though not without 
exception^ the n\ajority in every community mubt 
decide for the whole, because in humah afiairs there 
was no umpire but human reason. The presumption 
was also that the majority would be right ; for if five 
men were to decide by nmjority, it was probable that 
three would be right and the two wrong, of which, if 
they were to decide by force, there would be no 
probability 'at all. What was the criterion of truth 
but the general sense of mankind ? ” * As a rule, he 
refrained from laying 'down general propositions. The 
exceptions, however, are notable. Of freedom he said 
th#t it consists “in tbe ’safe and certain possession 
of a man’s property, governed by laws defined and 
certain, with many personal privileges, natural, civil, 
and religious, wh^h he cannot surrender without ruin 
to himself, and of which to' be deprived by any other 
power is despotism.” f He held that “ Liberty was 
the essence of the British Constitution ; ” that “ the 
end of all government is the happiness of the 
governed.” § His opinion, as to the manner in which 
men can be governed to their own satisfaction was ; — 
“ I know of no way of governing mankind but by con- 
ciliating them ; and, according to the forcible way 
wliich the Irish have of expressing their meaning, 

• Spoeohes, voL ii,, p, 108 . t Ibid., p. 238 . 

:|: Sp4»echeA, vol. v., p. 2^6. 

§ bpeuches, yol. u., p. 238 . 
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I know of no mode of governing the people hut 
by letting them have their own way.” * " Man- 

kind were made for themselves, not for others ; and 
that was the best government where the people had 
the greatest share in it.” f On the question of the 
rights of property, Fox was not behind the most 
advanced thinkers of our day; he maintained that 
property was not a natural right. “ It was an 
artificial right, the creation of human means, perfectly 
adventitious, and by no means connected with the 
dignity, the rank, or the happiness of nature.” ^ Nor 
would he concede to any one man, as a vested property, 
the right to govern another. “ He was uniformly of 
an 'opinion, which, though not a popular one, he was 
ready to aver, that the right of governing was not a 
property but a trust, and that whatever was given for 
constitutional purposes should be resumed when those 
purposes should no longer be carried into effect.” § - 
Quite as 4mportant as any of his opinions in politics 
or statecraft, and worthy of note in our day when 
illogical writers and speakers, professing to be 
Liberals, deprecate the very mention of extreme 
Liberal theories, is the declaration by Fox that no 
subject is so sacred that to moot it in Parliament 
would be censurable. In 1794, when good men 
were shocked by the decision of a Scottish court of 
law which sent Muir and Palmer toesuffer as convicts 
at Botany Bay for having entertained speculative 
views of government which were odious to the ruling 
power, and when unwise men wished that English 

* Speeches, toI. ti., p. 317. 

t Speeches, voL i., p. 174. 

j Speeches, vol. i., p. 407. 

$ Speeches, yol. iii., p. 151. 
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judges could exercise the same authoiily in their 
courts, Foxi who was indignant at the brutality of the 
sentence, said with reference to what had fallen from 
Mr. Adam: — “My honourable friend has declared 
that if any Minister should dare to introduce into this 
country the law of Scotland, he hoped there would be 
found in this House men bold enough to impeach him. 
I cannot agree with him on this point ; for so dearly 
do I prize the freedom of debate, in such veneration 
do I hold the free and unlimited discussion of any 
political or constitutionaj question within these walls, 
and so jealous am I of ever3rthing which would look 
^like an infringement of this our most valuable privi- 
lege, that* if the Minister were to advance the Inost 
•dangerous and detestable principles — if he were even 
to propose a bill to this House to alter the succession 
to the throne, and introduce in the place of our Sove- 
reign ^a foreign pretender, I would hold him justi- 
fiable for the unconstitutional measures he attempted 
to introduce, and I would vdth my voice endeavour 
to rescue him frqm a public impeachment or prose- 
cution.” * 


* Speeches, yol. v., p. 204* 
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CHABACTERISTICS AS AN ORATOR. 

Though a statesman of the first order, yet it was 
oratory which gave to Fox an indisputable pre- 
eminence among his contemporaries. He was bom 
with the oratorical 

warJs, his ambition was to become a great speaker. 
He was endowed with an understanding of exceeding 
quickness, with an imagination of great brilliancy, 
with feelings of great mobility and tenderness ; he 
had read much in the ancient and modern languages ; 
a retentive memory enabled him t©' utilize his vast 
stores of information and illustrations, while his logical 
disposition led him to marshal in fauMess symmetry and 
imposing array all the arguments he adduced to prove 
a case or enforce a proposition. His constant appeal 
was to the intellect, and his aim was to convince by 
reasoning. He was as practical as Demosthenes. He 
had none of Cicero’s besetting anxiety to demonstrate, 
when pleading a cause or advocating a policy, that he 
was an unrivalled master of fine language. No contem- 
porary orator was his parallel. Chatham was a greater 
adept in dramatic effects. Burke was far more ornate 
Rnd profound. William Pitt poured forth sentences 
infinitely superior in finish and melody. Lord North 
was more uniformly witty; Charles Townshend and 


temperament ; from youth up- 
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Sheridan were more uniformly brilliant None,' how- 
ever, among the elder or younger generation of 
speakers succeeded in making an audience feel, as 
Fox did, that they were listening to arguments which 
could not be refuted, and to common sense it was 
hardly possible to gainsay. 

From March, 1769, when he delivered his maiden 
speech, till June, 1806, when he addressed the House 
of Commons for the last ^e. Fox had to maintain 
his ascendancy as a speaker against veterans in debate 
and younger men of extraordinary oratorical talents. 
He began by rivalling George Grenville, Lord North, 
, Wedderbume, Barrd, Rigby, Dundas, Dunning, and 
Edmund Burke. George Grenville was fluent, setfpos- 
•sessed, well-informed ; he could harangue by the hour, 
and utter hard facta by the score ; it was impossible to 
disconcert him, nor was it easy to return a complete, 
<3t even plausible answer to the conclusion deduced 
from his premisses. Lord North was one of the speakers 
the House always delights to honour. His brilliancy 
never confounde^the country gentlemen ; he was never 
too tedious for the well-read : sparkling in repartee, 
quic^ in retort, he was certain to give utterance, in the 
course of a speech, to one of the happy sayings which 
are the salt of Parliamentary oratory, are applauded, 
remembered, and quoted. His exquisite tact, equable 
temper, inexhaustible good humour, placable disposi- 
tion, and clever sallies made him a general favourite 
and earned for him a popularity closely resembling 
in its basis and character that enjoyed, during many 
years, by Lord Palmerston. Wedderbume was pert and 
unscrupulous; a clever debater, though a su^essful 
counsel ; overflowing with conceit, yet possessing 
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Bofficient ability to justify his presumption. Borr^ 
boldly and bluntly gave utterance to unwelcome truths; 
made a name by vilifying Chatham, and made a position 
by acting as his follower ; he inspired dread by the con- 
fidence of his manner, and aroused many a laugh by 
his pointed wit ; his audacity and cleverness rendered 
him as formidable an opponent as the staunch and 
stem Jacobite, “downright Shippen.” Rigby was a 
glib speaker, but no orator; he affected the plain- 
ness and uprightness of a Diogenes. His studied 
roughness and avowed detestation of pretence and 
insincerity ; his genuine indifference to personal 
attacks ; his complete want of feeling and sensibility ; 
his unrivalled skill in enriching himself at the public 
cost, made him a power among his fellows. Dimdas 
knew nearly as well as Rigby how to dip his hand 
into the national purse ; as a speaker, he was equally 
coarse and dogmatic, without h^^critically parading 
his honesty £bd consistency ; in political courage, he 
could not be excelled ; in no case, could he be abashed ; 
during the greater portion jof his c^er, he ^divided 
with Pitt the management of the House of Commons, 
and ruled Scotland in the interest of his party, foj the 
enrichment of his family and followers, and in the 
name of George the Third. Dunning, one of the first 
among contemporary lawyers, was also one of the 
weightiest among Parliamentary debaters. His voice 
was hardi and grating ; his maimer of speaking was 
detestable. Tet his matter was always excellent ; he 
was so logical, sensible, and practical that, whenever 
^e addressed the House, he was heard with profound 
attention and marked respect. Edmund Burke ^wered 
above his contemporaries as a philosophical politician. 
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as a scholar, as a genius. His learning was illumined 
by a blazing imagination ; his utterances were adorned 
with the most gorgeous and apt illustrations; he 
had every gift which forms an orator save that of 
attractive delivery, and every endowment of a states- 
man save sound judgment. Burke, who was the 
senior of Fox, taught him lessons which were price- 
less ; the pupil profited so well by the teaching as to 
outstrip his master and take rank above him, as well 
as above other contemporaries, as the prince of par- 
liamentary leaders and debaters. 

Among the younger men. Fox met with a dangerous 
rival in the person of William Pitt. The early speeches 
of Pitt were master-pieces. Eloquence was his heritage, 
«and the House of Commons the predestined theatre for 
its display. The lucidity of his exposition, the vigour 
of his declamation, the sting of his sarcasm, the regular 
fi(>w and careful finish of tiis sentences, were as notable 
and stnking when he first entered Parliafiaent as they 
were after he had become its acknowledged ornament^ 
His oratory had qeither spring nor autumn. His mind 
never seemed to %ave been youthful. No one knew 
him as a mediocre speaker ; it was difficult to believe 
that ho ever had been a boy. Others have made as 
remarkable maiden speeches, and have shown ftom the 
outset as remarkable aptitude for debate, but no 
speaker ever began so well who did not either sink 
lower or soar higher. As the head of the Government, 
and expressing himself with all the authority of a 
Minister who was sure to be supported by a large 
majority on a division, he had no incentive to increased 
ex^tion^ Had the positions of his rival and himseir 
been reversed, and had he ever been put on his defence 
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as Fox Was in |ihe case of the Westminster smiiiny, he 
might have delivered a speech as exceptional and perfect 
as that which Fox then delivered. He was a fortunate 
as well as a precocious statesman ; his capacity was pro> 
digiouB, but his path was very smooth, and the only 
penalty he paid for his premature and astounding 
success was to die of exhaustion at an age which most 
men account early and at which a statesman is 
thought young. 

Sheridan, Windham, Wilberforce, Francis, Canning, 
and Grey, who also belonged to the younger generation 
of accomplished speakers, were all men of remarkable 
powers, yet none of them bore away the palm of 
oratory from Fox. On a sudden emergency, Sheridan 
produced no greater impression than men of inferior 
talent; he required to meditate in the closet before he 
could shine in the senate ; both Fox and Pitt prepared 
themselves to be orators, whereas Sheridan prcparol 
himself to spTeak. Windham was pronounced by Fox 
to be one of >the first speakers in Parliament. His 
attractive oratory could not compensate for utter lack 
of statesmanship; he was subject to passing whims 
and to dilate upon crotchets ; his desire was that his 
personal whims should be approved by his fellows, 
and his crotchets embalmed in legislation. Wilber- 
fore^ with a character which commanded respect and 
a voice of singular sweetness, appealed with irresistible 
effect to the finest feelings of human nature when 
pleading, with an earnestness which was the highest 
eloquence, the cause of the poor slave ; but on general 
topics he was no safe guide and no distinguished 
discourSer. Sir Philip Francis, by carefully studying 
the letters of Junius, had caught the manner of 
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their author ; he was naturally passionate and unscru- 
pulous, and he delivered his opinions with a point and 
force, a bitterness of invective and an appropriateness 
of epithet, which attracted general attention. Can- 
ning’s play of fancy and Grey’s imposing declamation 
were, from the beginning of their careers, admired by 
the House ; but their oratorical reputation did not 
culminate till after Fox had passed away. 

His distinguishing trait as a speaker was spontaneity. 
His utterances were what, in a letter to Dr. Parr, he 
held those of a commai^ding orator ought to be, “ the 
immediate, instantaneous expression of his thoughts.”* 
^ His preparation consisted in mastering his subject and 
accumul^ng facts. How he should turn these %ct8 
• to account depended on the mood of the assembly he 
rose to address. Words ^ever failed him. But to 
spin sentences for the mere pleasure of talking was 
what he never did Jiinlself and never could tolerate 
in others. In his day the successful schoolboy, as in 
ours the successful capitalist, could always speak 
fluently and ineflSBctively on any subject. At that time, 
however, phrases would be listened to, notwithstand- 
ing their utter emptiness, provided they were cast in a 
rhetorical shape. It was then considered impertinence 
to address a body of educated and critical men in 
the careless and incorrect language of familiar con- 
versation. Hence, the speeches were monotonously 
rhetorical 

There is no excess of rhetoric in the speeches of Fox. 
Their style is much more colloquial than that of 
contemporary orations. Yet words are not scattered 
at fandqm, though repetitions of the same thou'ght are 
♦ Works of Parr. Td. i.» p. 615. 
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frequent. Being determined to explain his meaning 
and cany conviction home to his hearers. Fox treats 
his subject from every point of view, illustrates it in 
every possible manner, makes everything clear, and 
renders the conclusions incontrovertibl& His ex- 
pressions are strong and emphatic, as was natural in 
the case of a man of ardent temperament speaking 
out of the abundance of the heart, who is thoroughly 
in earnest, and is convinced that he is in the right. 
He was conscious of sometimes speaking too unre- 
servedly, and thus excused hjmself : “ it happens to 
many gentlemen, in the heat and hurry of argument, 
to be guilty of a little oratorical exaggeration.”* 
Exaihples of this tendency aboimd. The King’s reign 
he styled “the most infamous that ever disgraced 
this nation.” The AmeAcan war was “accursed, 
diabolical, and cruel ; ” concerning complaints made 
about that war, “ he trusted that, by the aroused 
indignation tind vengeance of an injured and un- 
done people. Ministers must hear of them at the 
tribunal of justice, and expiate thep» on the public 
scaffold.” The King was “that infernal spirit that 
really ruled, and had nearly ruined this country.” f 
When Secretary of State in 1783, he thus referred to 
the secret influence behind the throne : — “ How, Sir, are 
Ministers situated on this ground ? Do they not come 
into power with a halter about their necks, by which 
the most contemptible wretch in the kingdom may 
despatch them at pleasure ? Yes, they ^old their 
several offices, not at the option of the Sovereign, but 
of the very reptiles who burrow under the throne. 

* Speeohea, rol. vi. p. 468. • * 

f Speeoheai, voL i., pp. 210, 216, 427, ii., p. 29. 



OHJVAJIfEMTS AND ILLUSTRATIONS. 


4*7 


They act the part of puppets, and are answerable for 
all the folly, the ignorance, and the temerity or timidity 
of some unknown j uggler behind the screen.” * He once 
exclaimed that, if the Commons took a particular course, 
they would be “ the most despicable a set of drivellers 
as ever insulted society under the appellation of law- 
makers.”* Referring in 1794, to the hostilities then in 
progress, he said, “ Both the present and the American 
war were owing to a Court party in this country that 
hated the very name of liberty, and to an indifference, 
amounting to barbarity, ip the Minister to the distresses 
of the people. ”t The first coalition of European powers 
^against France, he called an “ accursed confederacy of 
despots ; ’* he said the war with France “ was in its 
principle and commencement unjust, unnecessary, and 
diabolical.”! For the vehemence of these and other 
utterances, his own explanation is on record : — “ I know 
that I^may be told that 1 often speak intemperately, 
and that 1 do so now ; but I speak as 1 feel, and 1 
think it impossible for any man to feel more 
strongly ^than 1 t^jo at th§ present situation of this 
country.” 

Oimments and illustrations are numerous and 
admirable. Referring to Pitt’s appropriation of the 
suggestions of the Opposition, Fox said, If he is a 
plagiary, he is a plagiary uncommonly endowed, for 
he decorates that which he steals in apparel so gay 
and luxuriant, he enriches whatever he takes with 
such additions of flowers and embroidery, that 
though as their legitimate parents we recognize our 
own of^ring, we view them with no small degree 

• , * SpeeolieB, vdl. iL, pp. 276, 467. 

t Speeches, toL t., 369, 472. 

t Speeches, toL tL, p. 225. 
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of wonder in tibeir strange and sumptuous attiie.”* 
The Convention with Spain “reminded him of a 
lawyer’s will drawn by himself, with the note in the 
margin of a particular clause, ‘ This will afford room for 
an excellent disquisition in the Court of Chancery.’ ”f 
With regard to the Kin g’s message respecting theVar 
between Russia and the Porte, ho said that Pitt, “ who 
moved the address, had enveloped himself in mystery 
and importance, but had e 2 q>laincd nothing. His 
speech resembled the specimen of the paragraph-writer 
in the play about Russia, P;rassia, Turkey, and what 
not, of which the person to whom it was shown 
pronounced that it was well done, for it was finely, 
confused and very alarming.”! The following, with 
a dight change, has been used with effect by a sue-' 
ceeding orator : — “ He remembered it had been once 
said, when talking of representation, that any five 
hundred and fifty-eight gentlemen who could be fiitt 
stopped at Hyde Park turnpike, and assembled in that 
House, woidd be of as much “service to the people as 
they were.” In 1791, when it ,Tvas the fadiion 
among ultra-royalists to speak of our Constitution 
in the language of hyberbole. Fox said, “h^ did 
not like bestowing fulsome and unnecessary praises 
on the English Constitution. They reminded him 
of a passage in one of our best poets’ best plays ; 
he meant, he said. King Lear, who asks his three 
daughters how much they love him? Goneril and 
Began answer him in terms of the most extravagant 

* Speedies, yoI. iii., p. 80. This is a yariatioii on the phrase of Sir 
Fretfiu Plagiary Serre your best thoughts as the gipsies do stolen 
'children; disfigure them to make ’em pass for their own. 

t Speeches, toL iy., p. 121. i 

t Speeches, yol. iy., p. 174. 
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paneg3rric ; but when he puts the same question to 
Cordelia, she answers just as he would answer the 
same sort of question if it were put to him respecting 
the Constitution, when he should say he loved the 
Constitution of Great Britain just as much as a subject 
of (?rcat Britain ought to love a Government under 
which he enjoyed such blessings.”* 

In one of his many speeches advocating complete 
religious toleration, “he declared it to be his wish 
to extirpate heresy by the old method of fire; not 
however, by burning \6ictims, but by burning the 
various noxious Acts.”t The practice having origin- 
,ated about the year 1792, of branding as traitors to 
the Consfitution and the Crown those who did not 
^e-echo the parrot cries of courtiers. Fox thus com- 
mented on it : — “ There were certain forms and 
phrases which at present every gentleman who rose to 
speak , was required 'tb repeat ; all these, whether 
‘ Church and State,’ or ‘ God save jthe King,’ or any- 
thing else, ho begged to be understood as having said 
or sung. , As thos^ who had read Italian operas might 
recollect to have seen prefixed an advertisement by the 
authoj, that when he introduced the names of the 
heathen gods and goddesses, he meant nothing against 
the holy Catholic religion ; so he must advertise the 
House, that when he made use of the words liberty, 
equality, impartiality, he used them only in the true 
sense of the British Constitution, and not as under- 
stood, or supposed to be understood, in any other 
country whatever.” J 

]^r. Windham was foremost in proposing strin-i, 

• • ♦ Speeches, toI. iv,, p. 234. 

t Speeches, vol. iv., p. 425. 
t Speeches, yol. iy., p. 478. 
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gent penalties against those whom he charged with 
seditious practices. Fox ridiculed this by a query, 
and recalled a most absurd measure once introduced 
into Parliament : — “ Would he adopt the spirit of a 
Bill once proposed in that House, in consequence of 
numerous burglaries of which Jews were susp^ted 
to be the perpetrators? The tenor of this bill was 
that any Jew or suspected person seen looking down 
an area should be guilty of death.”* 

Ibe outbreak of the French Kevolution had made 
Pitt alter his attitude on t^e question of Parlia- 
mentary Beform, and denounce as revolutionary what 
a few years previously he had advocated as consti- 
tionai and imperative. This gave his ’rival an 
opportunity for criticism : — “ In the pride of his 
new wisdom his present self felt such contempt for 
his former self that he could not look back on his 
former conduct and opinions 'without a sort of in- 
sulting derision. As Lord Foppington said in the 
play, ‘ I begin to think that when I was a Commoner, I 
was a very nauseous fellow; ; ’ so thq Tight honourable 
gentleman began to thirk that, when he was a re- 
former, he must have been a very foolish fello^ ; be 
might, nevertheless, have retained some degree of 
candour for his honourable friend [Mr. Grey], who 
had not yet received the new lights ’with which he 
was so marvellously illuminated.”‘|‘ 

In 1793, when the bugbears of the day were French 
principles. Fox humorously referred to them in a 
motion for peace with France : — “ Such were the 
Jhorrid effects of fear on account of these principles, 

* Speeches, vol. v., p. 61. l 

t Speeches, vol. v., p. 107. 
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and so far had it affected the Empress of Russia and 
the King of Prussia, that they had laid hold of Poland 
in the panic. He be^ed pardon of the House for 
introducing anything ludicrous upon so grave a sub- 
ject ; but a story which he remembered appeared to 
hinf so apposite that he could not resist the tempta- 
tion of reciting it. A person detected in the act of 
taking a watch out of the pocket of another, being 
accused of it, confessed the fact, but said in his 
defence that he had been struck with ^ panic, and in 
his Mght he had laid hold of the first thing he could, 
which happened to be the gentleman’s watch, which 
he conveyed into his pocket.”.* 

When “Pitt was urging the prosecution of the’ war, 
he said : — “ The right honourable gentleman, when 
he appears before us in all the gorgeous attire of his 
eloquence, reminds me of a story of a barbarous Piince 

Morocco, a Muley I^Iofoch, or a Muley Ishmael, who 
never put on his gayest garments, or* appeared in 
extraordinary pemp, but as a prelude to the murder 
of many of his subjects. ^ Now, when I behold splen- 
dour much more bright — when I perceive the labours 
of an elegant and accomplished mind — when I listen 
to words so choice, and contemplate* all the charms of 
his polished elocution, it is well enough for me, sitting 
in this House, ‘to enjoy the scene, but it gives me 
most gloomy tidings to convey to my constituents in 
the lobby .”t 

The Addington Administration was constantly 
ridiculed, even by its supporters. By them, the 
following comparison must have been enjoyed : — “ In 

• * Speoohes, vol. t., p. 140. 

t iSpeechesj, vol. vL, p. 621 , 
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OQB of plays, a gr^ive old gentiemfm ataitios 

a young wife, or does something or othm: not very 
suitable to his character. Everybody, however, is 
mightily content with what he had done ; nevertheless, 
when it is mentioned every one bursts out a-laughing. 
In the same manner, though it happens that every- 
body is so well content with the present Ministers, 
yet when their merits are spoken of it generally 
produces a laugh, or at least' a smile, on every coun- 
tenance.”* • 

A discussion having arisen whether Parliament should 
adjourn or should submit to be prorogued. Fox ex- 
plained that the difference between the two Houses 
w^, that one of these matters was in the' power Of 
thq^ini&ter, the other in the power of the House ofi 
Commons ; whicb reminded him of a scene in an ex- 
cellent comedy, wherein the father takes out a bond, 
and the son says, ' Let mo hold* it in my hand ! ’ The 
father says, ‘“What signifies which of -us shall hold it 
— ^neither of us shall hold it.’ And then he puts it in 
his pocket. So it was in this case. The Minister 
asked what difference there was between an adjourn- 
ment and a prorogation? The difference was that 
he had the bond* in his pocket if there was a proro- 
gation.” f 

To these specimens of the lighter side of Fox’s 
oratory may be appended two short statements of his 
personal belief and experience relative to kings in 
general ; — “ Although ‘ as rich as a king,’ ‘ as happy 
as a king,’ and many expressions of the same sort, are 
fK>mmou sayings, the breasts of kings have not always 

• 

• Speeches, vol. vi., p. 650. 

t Speeches, yoL yL, p. 619. 
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been, coiuddered as tiie depositoriieB of giatitcide. 
pbrase ‘ ea grateful as a king’ is not yet ’proverbial’^ * 
*' I have &equeatly had occasion to be convinced that 
the more Parliament agrees to act (what^’ m the vulgar 
phrase, is called) handsomely by the monarch on the 
‘throne in peeuniary affairs, the worse effect is sure to 
flow from it,”f 

Few of his characteristics as an orator are repro- 
duced in the historical work which, though not finally 
prepared for the press, was published afjer his decease, 
exactly as he left it. To subject his fragment of the 
History of England to minute criticism would be 
unfair. Considered, however, simply as an incom- 
][)lete and J unpolished sample, it exhibits Fox 
most favourable light. Whether he would have taken 
high rank as an historian, had ho lived to complete his 
design, is uncertain ; .but he unquestionably possessed 
a great historian’s distinguishing qualities, accuracy 
and fairness. He is impartial in the highest de^e 
and the best sense. To impartiality in opinion he 
• makes no pretence, nor is such impartiality of the 
slightest value. A writer wbo has no convictions may 
be competent to compile a text-book, or •edit an 
almanack, and may earn praise for plodding industry. 
Those who succeed in evenly balancing between two 
sides must be indifferent to both, and are certain to 
be respected by neither, lemming of this sort Fox 
despised in history as in politics, yet he earnestly 
desired to state the case of those with whom he 
differed as fairly and fully as that of the side he 
espoused. His historical fragment is a model of 


* Speeches, yol. y., p. IHl. 
t bpoeches, yol, yi,, p. 478, 
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judicial atatement of facts and careful estimate of 
evidence. 

His opinions on important points are identical in the 
fragment with those expressed in his speeches. Thus, 
in a debate on the 10th of December, 1795, he said : — 

“ The people of England had, in his opinion, committed 
a worse offence by the unconstitutional r^toration of 
Charles II., than even by the death of Charles* I.” * 
In the introduction to his History he characterizes a 
restoration as usually the most dangerous and worst 
of all revolutions.”! During his lifetime, it was not 
so common as it now is, to acknowledge an undoubted 
fMt in the following terms : — “ The splendour of 
OTomweU’s character and exploits renders®the era. of 
the Protectorship one of the most brilliant in English 
history."! No writer has described the reign of 
Charles the Second more happily than Fox when he 
styled it “ the era of good laws ^and bad government ”§ 
As he coiftended in the House oft Commons, so he 
wrote in his History, “ The royal prerogative ought . . . 
to be reduced to such powers as otp. in their exercise# 
beneficial to the people.” || His opinions as to blind 
loyalty are implied in the phrase used by him to 
characterize the armed opposition made by the Scottish 
Presbyterians to King James the Second, whieh “ was 
styled, in the usual insulting language of tyrants, a 
most unnatural rebellion.” The love of royalty, 
he says, “ Creates a kind of passionate affection for 
whoever happens to be the wearer of the crown.”** 
Commenting upon the Popish plot, he gives expres- 

* Speeches, toI. ti., p. 79. 

t History of the Early Part of the Eeign of James II., p. S.'" 

j History of the Early Part of the Keign of James II/, p. 18. 

§ Ibid., p. 20/ II Ibid., p. 39. % Ibid., p. 115. ** Ibid., p. 136. * 
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sion to just, though bitter, reflections upon monarchs : 

“ The King, who is supposed to have disbelieved the 
whole of the plot, .never once exercised his glorious pre- 
rogative of mercy. It is said he dared not. His throne, 
perhaps his life, was at stake ; and history does not 
furnish us with the example of any monarch to whom 
the lives of innocent, or even meritorious, subjects ever 
appeared to be of much weight, when put in balance 
against such considerations.” * The Duke of Monmouth 
belonged to the Whig party ; when recording this. Fox 
expounds his own view of ‘tliat party's opinions. He 
considers that something must be attiibuted, in the case 
o:&MonmoutJi “ to the aptitude of a generous nature«t<# 
adopt, and, if I may say so, to become enamoured of, 
those principles of justice, benevolence, and equality, 
which form the true creed of the party which he 
espoused.” f To those wh# expected to find in the 
Hisfbry tlie fiery and sustained declamation which en- 
livened his speeches, its perusal was sf disappointment. 
He was less skilled Avith his pen than with his tongue, 
and he was^morbidlj^ afndd eff making his History a 
written oration. Inclining to the opposite extreme, 
he became dry through dread of being declamatory. 
Yet some passages are exceedingly vivid and telling ; 
the narratives of the rising of Argyll in the north, and 
of Monmouth in the south, are excellent. He often 
writes with a frankness which is very attractive ; such 
a passage as the following, which does not stand alone, 
would do credit to any historian, alike for its form and 
for sentiments applicable to the reign in which the 

writer’s, lot was cast : — “ One can never read Lewis’s 

• ^ 

* History of the Eaiiy Part of the Heign of James 11., p. 34. 

t Ibid., p. 167. % 
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famous Declaration against the Hollanders^ knowing 
the event which is to follow, without feeling the heart 
dilate with exultation, and a kind of triumphant con- 
tempt, which, though not consonant to the principles 
of pure philosophy, never fails to give the mind 
inexpressible satisfaction. Did the relation of such 
events form the sole or even any considerable part of 
the historian’s task, pleasant indeed would be his 
labours ; but, though far less agreeable, it is not a less 
useful or necessary part of his business to relate the 
triumphs of successful wickedness, and the oppression 
of truth, justice, and liberty.”* 


* Histoiy of the Early Part of the Beign of Jamcj II., p. 28 . 
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JUDGMENT OE CONTEMPORABIBS Aim POSTEBITT. 

• 

The best judges amoi^ Fox’s contemporaries un- 
grudgingly acknowledged that they had never heard his 
equal as a debater. Pitt spoke of him as a magician, 
and admitted that, when he thought he had surp^sed 
himself, he was excelled by Fox. The fastidious 
Rogers declared that never in his life did he “ hear 
anything equal to Fox’s speeches in reply ; they were 
woud'erful. Burke did* not do himself justice as a 
speaker ; his mmmer was hunjed, and *he always 
seemed to be in* a passion. Pitt’s voice sounded as 
if he had worste^ in his^mouth.”* Mr. Speaker 
Abbot thus writes in his Diary respecting Fox as 
contrasted with Pitt : — “Mr. Fox vehement in his 
elocution, ardent in his language, prompt in his in- 
vention of arguments, adroit in their use, comprehen- 
sive in his view of the given subject, and eq|hal to his 
political rival in his power of agitating the passions ; 
but offending continually by the tautology of his 
diction and the repetition of his arguments. He feels 
this himself so much, as to think it necessary to vindi- 
cate it in private. And he so feels also his own in- 
feriority ‘ip the selection of appropriate terms, that he 

* Dyce’s Becollectiona of the Table Talk of Samael'llo^ra, p. "fi. 
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says, ‘ although he himself is never in want of words, 
Mr. Pitt is never without the best words possible.’ ” * 
Charles Butler records that “ Fox was heedless of 
method ; having the complete command of good words, 
he never sought for better ; if those which occurred 
expressed his meaning clearly and forcibly, he paid 
little attention to their arrangement or harmony. This 
detracts from the merit of his speeches when the^ are 
read ; but, when they were delivered, it perhaps added 
to their eiFect,^as it tended greatly to make the hearers 
believe that he was above art, and spoke from con- 
viction. . . . The moment of his grandeur was, 

when, after he had stated the argument of his ad- 
versary, with much greater strength than his adversary 
had done, and with much greater than his hearers 
thought possible, he seized it ' with the strength of 
a giant, and tore and trampled it to destruction.” 
“ Mr. Fox had a captivating emnestness of tone lyid 
manner; Mr. Pitt was more dignified than cfimest. 
The action of Mr. Fox was easy mid graceful ; Mr. 
Pitt’s cannot be praised. It was ,an obseivatioij of 
the reporters in the gallery that it required ^^at 
exertion to follow Mr. Fox while he was speaking, 
none to rememlxjr what he had said ; that it was easy 
and delightful to foUow Mr. Pitt, not so easy to recol- 
lect whafrhad delighted them.” t 

Contemporaries, best acquainted with Pitt and Fox, 
were struck with the points of dissimilarity between 
them, while seeing much to admire in both. Yet not 
one of them has noted the most remarkable of all the 

difiTerences. From the day that he first addressed the 

• ^ 

* Diazy and Coirespondonce of Lord Colchester, vol. i.s p. 23. 

"I'^SteiiiiiiiBoeiioes of Charles Butler, yol. i., pp. 158, 160. 
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Commons in 1 780, till he left it for his death-bed in 
1806, Pitt never once delivered a great speech before 
any other assembly. He was elected member for Ap- 
pleby without having to appear on the hustings ; when 
a candidate to represent the University of Cambridge, 
he had never to open his lips. On receiving the frcedcgn 
of the City of London on the 28th of February, 1784, at 
a period when it was still doubtful whether he would 
be able to maintain his ground as head of an Adminis- 
tration, and when a great speech addresged to the civic 
authorities might havc^ benefited his cause, this is 
what he contented himself with saying in reply to the 
^ eloquent congratulations of Mr. Chamberlain Wilkes : 
“ I beg l!b return you my best thanks for your very 
•obliging expressions. Nothing can be more encouraging 
to me, in the discharge of my public duty, than the 
countenance of those, whom, from this day, I may have 
the honour of calling my 'fellow-citizens.''* At another 
great crisis in his career, after Trafalgar h&d been won, 
when the Triple Alliance had been formed, and before 
Austerlitz was foijght, Pitt^ being the guest of the Lord 
Mayor, was enthusiastically toasted as the “ saviour 
of Europe." He replied : “ I return you many thanks 
for the honour you have done me ; but Europe is not 
to be saved by any single man. England has saved 
herself by her exertions, and will, I trust, save Europe 
by her example.” The Duke of Wellington pronounced 
this reply perfect. Earl Stanhope admires it beyond 
measure. Certainly, it is neatly turned and appropriate ; 
but had Pitt never delivered any other speeches tlian 
those he addressed to the Corporation of London, he 
would * pot ^be classed among our greatest orators. 

* Almon’s Memoirs of Wilkes, toI. iv., p. 204. ^ 
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That he might have proved himself a commanding 
public speaker is probable ; but, as he never made the 
attempt, his oratorical fame rests exclusively on his 
speeches in Parliament. On the other hand, the repu- 
tation of Fox as an orator has been confirmed by the 
v^jrdict of thousands who had opportunities to judge 
for themselves. On the hustings in Covent Garden, 
at public gatherings in Westminster Hall, at public 
banquets in Manchester and Liverpool, at dinners of 
the Whig Club,, he spoke with as great impressiveness 
as from the front Opposition bench in the House. He 
swayed and charmed a promiscuous audience of his 
fellow-countrymen as completely as he did the select 
assembly which represented the nation. ’ 

Between two of the greatest Parliamentary orators 
in the reign of George the Third, and two of the 
greatest in the reign of Victoria, a striking and minute 
parallel might be drawn. The Tcsemblanee is notabk* 
even in its broad and superficial aspect. The store 
of rounded and rhetorical sentences which Pitt had 
ready for instant use was not more wpious than that 
on which Mr. Gladstone can draw at pleasure and 
with equal effect. Consciousness of intellectual supe- 
riority and austerity of demeanour distinguish both. 
In listening to some of Mr. Gladstone’s speeches, 
it is easy to understand what Pitt’s contemporaries 
meant when they spoke of his state-paper style of 
oratory. Both reverence authority ; Pitt thinking it 
his duty to acknowledge without reserve or limitation 
the supremacy of the Sovereign, Mr. Gladstone regard- 
ing if as bis mission and privilege to vindicate and 
uphold ’ the supremacy of the Church. T^e most 
notable Variation between them is that Pitt’s religion 
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resembled a piece of statecraft, whereas the religion of 
Mr. Gladstone is a part of his nature : the former 
showed his zeal for the Church by making his tutor a 
bishop, and his indifference to her services by seldom 
attending them ; the latter is sensitively conscientious 
in dispensing ecclesiastical patronage, and rigidly 
in his devotional exercises. Both have had no ef^uals in 
their mastery over finance, and in the skill with which 
they have made Budget speeches as intelligible as the 
alphabet and as attractive as a romance. Fox differed 
from Pitt as Mr. Bright differs from Mr. Gladstone, 
while the oratorical likeness between Mr. Bright and 
Fox is as close as that between Mr. Gladstone and 
Pitt. The “ Man of the People ” of the reign of 
George the Tliird is represented by the “ Tribune of 
the People” in the reign of Victoria, In warmth 
of feeling ; in sympathy with the down-trodden and 
(pppressed ; in hatred *0! tyrants ; in reverence for the 
Constitution, coupled with a readiness td remove from 
it all excrescences and defects ; in devotion to peace as 
the one thing needful for a great and self-respecting 
ration, combined with the purest and most ardent 
pjitiiotism ; in poetic imagination and humorous 
sallies united to the strongest common sense ; in love 
and reverence for their noble motlicr-tongue which 
they have shown to be gi’andest when least adorned, 
most effective when spoken in homely simplicity, — Fox 
and Mr. Bright display an identify which is almost 
unprecedented. Whether we think of Pitt and Fox, 
or of Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Bright, we see, in 
the following sentences of Charles Butler, the re- 
presentation of their salient peculiarities. In Pitt’s 
speeches, ^his long amplification^ wi^ his savings 
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and reserves, frequently made bis hearers think him 
involved in an inextricable labyrinth ; but light was 
' sure to break in, to irradiate aU he had said, and to 
lead to the brightest close. There never was a moment 
in which Mr. Fox was, either intentionally or uninten* 
tionally, obscure.” * 

Pitt’s biographers have thought it necessary to try 
#and clear him from the imputation of being unifoimly 
haughty and unbending, and have laboured to prove 
that, though to ^ appearance an embodied sarcasm, 
he was sometimes a pleasant companion. If a states- 
man be disagreeable in public, it is no compensation 
to learn he is charming in private life. That Pitt's 
manner was icy and repulsive appears perfectly well 
authenticated, and it is difficult to behove there was 
not something acrid in his pleasantly when he deigned 
to unbend among friends.. His enthusiastic admirers 
probably considered any dcfici&ney in good-fellowsliip, 
to be counterbalanced by his extraordinary talents. 

There was more, human nature in l^’ox. He had 
several failings, but reserve or haughtiness was not one 
of them. His knowledge of men was derived from in*- 
timate association with them. Among people of every 
rank or character he could make himself respected. 
In his own frank manner and thorough amiability of dis- 
position, there was an attraction altogether irresistible. 
Lord Sidmouth had regarded the life and principles 
of Fox with pious horror ; yet, when they sat in the 
same Cabinet, his biogra|ffier says that, “like the 
rest of mankind, he speedily became fascinated by 
Fox.” When the latter died, Lord Sidmouth wrote : — 
“Of his’^ents there can be but one opinion.* Mis 

* Benwjj^ences of Charles Butler, yol. i., 191 . 
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natural disposition deserved, I really believe, all that 
can be said in its favour. I never knew a man of 
more apparent sincerity, more free from rancour, or ' 
even severity, and hardly any one so entirely devoid 
•of affectation.” * Gibbon admired in him " the powers 
of a superior man, as, they are blended in his attractive 
character with the softness and simplicity, of a child, 
^^erhaps no human being was over more perfectly 
exempt from the taint of malevolence, vanity, or 
falsehood.’^ f Mr. Trotter, who for a time acted as 
his private secretaiy, says that “Mr. Fox mortally 
hated hypocrisy and affecfcition; these were quite 
intolerable, in private and intimate society, to him, 
and lib never assumed any appearance of esteem 
where he did not feel it.”^ No man liked popularity 
more than he did, but he scorned with his whole 

a 

.soul to gain it by unworthy means. Yet his modesty 
was almost excc.ssiv<!. When the entire audience of the 

a 

first theatre in Paris rose to do him hofiour, he shrank, 
with the diffidence of a girl, from acknowledging 
the complimeat. Madame de Recamier, the greatest 
obeauty of her day, had much difficulty in persuading him 
to take a drive witli her, in order that the Pajisians 
might see the distinguished Englishman who divided 
with her the admiration of the hour. Rogers relates 
that “ Fox was very shy, and disliked being stared at. 
Windham and I accompanied him one night to Vaux- 
hall, where he was much annoyed by being followed 
about, as a spectacle, froA place to place. On such 
occasions he was not only shy, but gauche.” § 

* Life of Lord Sidmouth, vcfl. ii., p. 434;, 

. t Miacellanoous Work-^, vol. i., p. 168. 

• j Trotter’s Memoirs of Fox, p. 311. 

• , § Beoollections, p. 76. 
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A trifling act, not known to many of his contem- 
poraries, and only made public a few years ago, has 
*the s^e value, as an index of character, as Cromwell’s 
order to Lely to paint him exactly as he was under 
penalty of not being paid a farthing. When Secretary# 
of State in the Coalition Ministry, Fox commissioned 
Sir J oshua Seynolds to paint his portrait. At that time, 
his prospects as a Minister were brilliant ; his famous 
East India Bill was passing rapidly through the House 
of Commons, andjie desired that a copy of this Bill, 
of which he was justly proud, should be inteoduced 
into the picture, with his filler pointing towards it. 
Before the artist had finished his work, the House of 
Lords had rejected the Bill, and the Administration had 
been dismissed with contumely by the King, while 
the party led by Fox had been routed at the general 
election. Sir Joshua thought it complimentary to omit 
the title of the ill-fated measure* from the scroll in the , 
painting. Ther 6 upon Fox, wrote as follows to the artist, 
who at once did what was requested of him : — “ If it is 
not too late to have one of the papers upon the 
tiible in my picture docketed ‘ A bill for the better 
regulating the afiairs of the E. I. Company, &c.,’ I 
should be much obliged if you would get it done 
immediately. If -my object in this were only a little 
vanity, I should not be so anxious about it ; but as I 
have told many persons that it would be so, and as 
I intend it shall be so whenever the picture goes 
home, the omission of the d^feket at the Exhibition at 
this particular time might be misconstrued into* a 
deshe of avoiding the public discussion upon a measure 
which will always be the pride of my life. This £3 
the point upon which I am most anxious ; *but if 
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another paper could be docketed, ‘ Representation of 
the Commons to the King, March 15th, 1784,’ it 
would be so much the better. I beg your pardon for’ 
troubling you upon these things, which may appear 
* trifles, but which are not so, from the misconstructions 
that may be made.” * 

j Despite their bitter rivalry, Pitt and Fox mutually 
respected and did justice to each other. Many in- 
stances in proof of this might be cited. Let the fol- 
lowing one suffice : — “ One night after Fox had been 
speaking, a noble lor^, coming out of the House with 
Pitt, began to abuse Fox’s speech ; ‘ Don’t disparage 
it,’ said Pitt ; ‘ nobody could have made it but himseK.’” 
“ During the debates on the war with France I heard 
Fox characterize a speech of Pitt as * one that would 
havje excited the admiration and envy of Demos- 
thenes.’ ”f No one^ whatever his political bias, can 
qi^estion, with good reason, the real greatness of Pitt ; 
his excel^nt biographer, Earl Stanhope, while doing 
justice to hi8 hero, has written about Fox in the same 
work, with scarcely les?;, enthusiasm : — -‘As to the cause 
^ of this enduring attachment ’ on the part of Fox’s 
Abends, we may acknowledge, in a great degree, his 
wondrous powers of mind, but ichiefly and above all 
his winning warmth of heart. How delightful must 
Fox have been as a companion! How frank, how 
rich, how varied his flow of conversation 1 How hi gh 
the privilege to visit him in the country retreat he 
loved so well — of sittin^by his side beneath the cedars 
fiiat he planted at St. Ann’s.”^ 

^ * .Life and Times of Sir Joshua Beynolds, vol. ii., pp.*429, 436. 

t Bogers’s Table Talk, p. 83. 

% Life of Pitt, by Earl Stanhope, yol. i., p. 248. 
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When his sympathy with the French revolu- 
tionists had rendered hitn unpopular, he was daily 
*the recipient of abusive letters signed “ An Elector of 
Westminster.” • If, on opening the packet, he per- 
ceived the word “ elector,” he read no farther, but 
exclaimed, “ Here’s more paper for the cook.” He 
observed that “ Lord North read everything that was 
written against him, and rewarded those who wrote 
wittily ; but I cannot imitate him, for I could wish to 
believe that I have no enemies.”* * * § The wish was 
worthy of him of whom Burk^ said, six years after 
their separation, “ He is a niab made to be loved.” 
George the Third was his single avowed and implacable 
enemy. After Fox’s death, when malice and hatred 
were alike vain, the King, being softened, said to Lord 
Sidmouth, “Little did I think that I should ever 
live to regret Mr. Fox’s death.”f He told his 
daughter, the Princess Mary, “ I ‘never thought I 
should have regretted fhe death of Mr. Fo» so much 
asIdo.”4: 

Charles Butler sagaciously remarks, ^ Cardinal de 
Betz said to a person who taunted him with the 
superitgpty of Cardinal Mazarin, ‘ Give me the Kiqg 
but for one day, and. you’ll see which has the real 
superiority.' Mr. Fox never had the King with him, 
ev^ for one hour.” § From the time he entered public 
life, he was in disfavour at Court. To have been the 
son of Lord Holland was his original sin. 'He added 
the further offence of independence in conduct and 

* B. 0. Walpole’s Becollections of Fox, p. 166. 

t I^e of Lord Sidmouth, vol. ii., p. 436. 

X Life and Times of Fox, by Lord Bussell, vol. iii., p.^SSS.o'The 
Piiucess Mary repeated this to Earl Bussell. 

§ Beminisceuces, vol. i., p. 1C6. 



ffATHED OF CHURCHMEN FOE DISSENTERS. 447 


indisposition to place his oratorical powers, without 
reserve, at the disposal of his Sovereign for the glorifi- 
cation of the royal prerogative. 

The King’s early aversion to Fox was intensified 
after the latter became the champion of the Dissenters. 
In those days, the intolerance of Churchmen towards 
their fellow-Protestants, who conscientiously differed 
from them in particular opinions, was alike extraor- 
dinary and discreditable. It was gloried in as'a species 
of loyalty. The forms under which ,it appeared were 
innumerable. This is one witnessed by Lord Eldon 
during a visit to Oxford.: I had a walk in New Inn 
Hall garden, with Dr. Johnson, Sir Robert Chambers, 
and some other gentlemen. Sir Robert was gathering 
snails, and throwing them over the wall into his 
neighbour’s garden. The doctor reproached him very 
roughly, and stated to him that this was unmannerly 
,^nfl unneighbouiiyj - Sir,’ said Sir Robert, ‘ my 
' neighbour is a. Dissenter.' ‘ Oh,’ said the Doctor, ‘ if 
so, Chambers, .toss away, toss away as hard as you 
can.’”* 

j Fox was entirely devoid of bigotry. Ho rejected 
that spurious, but not wholly discredited, reading of 
Christianity which inspires men' to hate certain of 
their neighbours. From the first he had been enlight- 
ened in his treatment of ecclesiastical topics. He early 
declared himself opposed to enforcing subscription at 
the Universities to the Thirty-nine Articles, intimating 
that “ religion was best understood wh(m least talked 
of.” If he criticized religious beliefs, he did so im- 
partially, pointing out in Parliament that, logically 
th6ugh not practically, the doctrine of election w^ 
* liifo of Lord Eldon, yol. i., p. b 7 . 
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fully ‘'as hostile to moraliiy as the absolution of the 
Pope/* and stating that, while he “ might not be so 
orthodox or so well-informed on those matters as 
soiAe gentlemen,** “on that point of absolution and 
foi^veness of sin he considered an English clergy- 
man to bo just the same as a Cardinal of Borne.*’* 
He held that the State had no right to interfere with 
religious professions or beliefs. He maintained that 
“men were to be judged by their actions, not by 
their thoughts.”. It mattered nothing to him, as a 
statesman, whether good and law-respecting citizens 
went to church, chapel, qt. mass-house. The first 
place in the list of privileges he gave to civil and 
rcligioiSs freedom. TiU he stood forth on their behalf, 
the Dissenters and the Boman Catholics had no advo- 
cate, among the members of the Established Church, 
so distinguished, consistent, and enthusiastic as Fox in 
giving expression to their wishes^ or so thoroughly dis- 
interested in firging their claims. c 

The war with America was regarded by him as a 
crusade against religious as well as civil liberty. By 
none were the American rebels denounced in stronger 
language, nor was the war against them applauded 
and supported with 'greater earnestness by any, than 
by the majority of the clergymen and bishops of 
our Church. Blameworthy eagerness was shown by 
the Lords spiritual in recommending and voting for 
measures of the most ruthless and bloody character. 
They detested the American colonists as dissent^ 
from the Church as well as rebels against the State. 
In his dying hour. Bishop Keppel found contort in 
the reflection that he had never given a vote for 
• Speeches, vol. It., pp. 150, 154. 
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hostilities against the cfoloiikits in America ; not three 
of his brethren on the Episcopal Bench, at the dread 
moment when the npbraidings of conscience are least 
easily pacified, could sooth themselves with the sama 
Christian-like thought. 

Civil and religious liberty all over the world, which 
was the policy of Fox, became the watchword and 
creed of his party. He was liberal to the core. No 
statesman before him had proclaimed in the House of 
Commohs that “ the end of government is the hap- 
piness of the governed,” that “ liberty is the essence of 
the British Constitution ; "’had urged with equal force 
that religion and politics ought to be treated in jjheir 
separate ^d appropriate spheres ; had laboured to 
expel the sinister spirit of ecclesiasticism from Parlia- 
ment ; had never erred by confounding Churchianity 
with Christianity ; had felt and avowed that the people 
might be trusted to be.iteligious without compulsion, as 
they might be trusted to enjoy freedom without fear 
that they would •abuse their opportunities. Nor did 
concessioiM to Dissenters, as they were styled, or acts 
of simple justice as Fox held them to be, if pressed in 
argument to their logical results, alarm or discourage . 
hftn. *When told that to repeal the Tfest and Corpora- 
tion Acts would be to destroy the Church, he questioned 
whether such a result wmuld ensue, yet he thought it 
“ fully sufficient to answer, that if the majority of the 
people of England should ever be for the abolition of 
the Established Church, in such a case the abolition of 
the Church ought immediately to follow.”* 

All this was gaU and wormwood to Greorge the Third. ^ 
No toast ^tter liked by him than that of “ Church 

* Speedies, toL It., p. 9 . 
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and King I ” These words were shouted by lihe ardent 
Churchmen who pillaged, and then set fire to the dwell- 
ings of Dr. Priestley and other Dissenters. When this 
toast was proposed at a public dinner at which Dr. Parr, 
a truly loyal and pious clergyman, was present, he 
exclaimed, “1 will not drink that toast^ nor will I suffer 
it to be given in my presence. It was the toast of Jaco- 
bites, and it is the yell of incendiaries ; it means a 
Church without the Gospel, and a King above the 
Laws.”* 

Not even the most venerable precedents were sacred 
in the eyes of Fox. He declared, “ that whenever any 
usa^e appeared subversive of the Constitution, if it 
had lasted for one or for two hundred years,dt was not 
a precedent, but an usurpation.”'}' His apparel was as 
distasteful to the King as his' political conduct and 
opinions. The blue coat and buff waistcoat which he 
first made the fashion among ’-his followers, and which 
afterwards * became .the badge of his party, closely 
resembled the military uniform wem by the levies 
commanded by Washington. 

There was a time when the ^ng assured Tjord 
Mjalmesbury that he, too, was an old Whig. This 
probably meant'that he was not as Fox and the new 
Whigs who were the advocates of peace, retrenchment, 
and reform. The royal announcement occurred after 
Burke, in the name of the old Whigs, had eulogized 
monarchy as a Divine institution, and had grown so 
reactionary and slavish in his doctrines as to warrant 
Grattan in saying, he was "such an enthusiastic 
ildmirer of kingly power, that he could not .have slept 

* Writings of Dr. Parr, toI. i., p. 3C9. 

t Speeches, vol. ir., p. 431. 
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comfortably on his pillow, if he had not thought that the 
King had a right to carry it off from under his head.” 

The turning point in Fox's career was when the 
Dissenters, whom he had upheld against Church and 
Crown, joined the King and William Pitt against him. 
Doubtless they were as sincere as Pitt was in the con- 
viction he professed to entertain, '‘that if Fox had 
carri^ the India BiU, he would have the Government 
entirely in his own hands, and the King be a cypher.” * 
But they did not understand how necessary it was' for 
the maintenance of free government that the monarch 
should become a virtual C3rpber ; neither did they per- 
ceive the true nobility of aim which inspired the 
fegislation \>f Fox with respect to India. He, indeed, 
was combating in the interests of humanity, quite as 
much as ^ in those of his party, and, when so doing, 
he was ready to stake and lose every personal 
a^antage. “ He was * aware the measure he had 
proposed was a • strong one. . He knew that the 
task he had that day set himself was extremely 
arduous and diflicult : he^ knew that it had con- 
sidcsable risk in it; but when he took upon him- 
self an office of responsibility, he had made up his 
mind td the situation, and the danger of it. He had left 
all thought of ease, indolence, and safety behind him.”t 

Deserted and calumniated by those from whom he 
had the best reason to expect fnendly support and 
generous appreciation, he was ousted from power, and 
lost the authority ho would have worthily employed 
to establish civil and religious liberty, and restore 

to the people the prerogatives that had been filched 

• »• 


** Diaries of George Bose, vol. i., p. 96. 
t Speeches, vol. ii., p. 212. 
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from them by the Crown. When too late, those wha 
had turned against him at the critical juncture Re- 
pented them of their error. He forgave the defection, 
and untiringly advocated the liberties he regarded 
as the birthright of all his fellow-countrymen. 
Eloquent appeals he preferred on their behalf, bat he was 
powerless to do more. His approval of the Revolution 
in Erance still further weakened his influence as a legis- 
lator, and rendered the King a still more bitter and 
relentless antagonist. For a brief space, the prospect 
brightened. In 1806, George the Third was obliged to 
call to his councils the greatest of living statesmen. 
Patriots had been desponding for the country ; but, with 
Fox in high oflSce, confidence instantly revived. Seldom^, 
in our history, has a single name been so truly a tower 
of strength to the nation. The few months that he 
served his country in office were months during which 
she was again felt as a power, in Europe. The l^ld 
front she presented ^in the hour of dntemal weakness 
saved her from the'shock she might have had to endure 
firom the victor who had prostrated ‘half the Continent 
at Au&terlitz, and became master of nearly the whole 
after Jena. Fox carried conciliation to its utmost 
limit, while msfintaining the firm tone of one strong 
in the strength of a good cause. Those who had mis- 
judged him were surprised at his vigour not less than 
at his consummate tact After the lapse of a generation, 
it was seen that a spirit, as high and determined as that 
manifestedby Chatham in his prime, was infusedinto the 
conduct of foreign affairs. Never did the ship of state 
, appear more majestic and commanding tham when Fox 

“ Stood for his country’s gloiy fast^u *' 

And nailed her colours to the mast.” 
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Greoige the Third, who had done his utmost ' to 
hinder Fox &om benefiting his country, was in the 
main most successful The King’s personal triumph 
was attended with the severance from the mother- 
land, in anger, of thirteen magnificent Provinces; 
with protracted misgovemment in India; with the 
oppression of Protestant Dissenters ; with the* cruel 
treaftnent of Homan Catholics ; with the repeated 
suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act ; with the 
suppression of public meetings; with, the restriction* 
of* free discussion in the Press ; with a war to compel 
the French to submit to he ruled by Bourbon kings ; 
with the loss of hundreds of thousands of lives ; with 
hn addition to the National Debt of seven hufidred 
xpUlions sterling, and with the gain of a few islands 
in the Tropics. 

No other English constitutional monarch acted 
so uhiformly as George* the Third did as a per- 
sonal rhler, had so much of his, own way, and had 
so melancholy a sfate. Frequently, during his reign, 
his reason was eclipsed. In 1 765, in 1788, in 1801, and 
in 1 ^04, he was temporally incapacitated for discharging 
the foimal duties of sovereignty. In 1806 he became 
Stone-Mind; in 1811 he became hopelessly mad; a 
few yearn afterwai'ds he became stone-deaf. Such a 
spectacle excites commisemtion to the exclusion of 
criticism, and inclines the beholder to recall the better 
points in his character instead of dwelling upon his 
gross and irreparable faults. It was his misfortune that, 
being intended by nature to be a farmer, accident 
placed hiqi on a throne. He abounded in the domestic 
virtues ; Joved his family circle ; made his psdhce a 
home. In thtfe possi'ssiou of great personal couiuge, he 
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was a typical English king. When his life was 
threatened by the assassin, he was less unnerved than 
the spectators who ran no risk. He had resolved to 
head his troops in person, in the event of Bonaparte land- 
ing; and there can be no doubt that he would have shown 
all the daring and bravery in the presence of the enemy 
which William the Third displayed at Landen, and 
George the Second at Dettingen. Being so bravehim- 
self, there is pathos in his confession to Mr. Kose — “ I 
* thank God th^e is but one of my children who wants 
courage, and I will not name him, for he is to succeed 
me.” * A bad king, Gecrge the Third had some 
qualities as a man which merit admiration. His son 
and successor, one of the worst of kings, wab the vilest 
of men. 

Whilst the active enmity of his vindictive 
Sovereign nullified the services which Fox might have 
rendered to his eountry, the^ King’s partiality /or 
Pitt enablE^ the latter to prove himself, if not the 
first among state'smau, at least worthy of a place “ in 
the very first line.” To magnify the merits of either 
leader^of opposing parties, at the expense of ‘the other, 
is easy and would be indefensible. It is an entire per- 
version of fact to depict them as irrecoficilably 
hostile. The Toryism of Pitt was not that which 
Eldon, Liverpool, and Sidmouth falsely professed 
in his name : it was almost identical with the 
Liberalism of a later generation. The one serious 
difference of opinion between Pitt and Fox related to 
the amount and degree of deference which ought to 
be paid to the King’s wishes and prejudices in affairs 
of stfi-te poh’cy. Fox never swerved from his original 
* Diaries of George Bose, vol. ii., p. 194. 
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contention, that the royal prerogative should be exer- 
cised in the interests of the people ; that the Monarch’s 
sceptre should be subordinated to the Speaker^ s mace ; 
that a Ministry possessing the confidence of Parlia- 
ment should perform the real functions of government, 
and that the Sovereign should execute simple forma- 
lities. The opposite view ^hich Pitt had taken and 
acftd upon, he recanted by implication, and he virtually 
ceased to be a recreant Whig by desiring Fox, in 1792 
and 1804, to unite with him upon his own terms in 
carrying on the government. Concerning the great 
and essential principled, of state policy, they were 
in thorough accord. While a peace li^inister, Pitt 
attained^ his real greatness ; as a peace Minister, it 
was the ambition of Fox to serve his country. Both 
approved of American independence, a refoi-m in 
Parliament, the abolition of the Slave Trade, the 
removal of Catholic .Usabilities ; while, in the un- 
harvested fiel4 of financial reform, f itt was in 
advance of his rival Their 'disa^ements were 
chiefly speculatiye ; the points on which they were in 
peffect^armony°were alike practical and important. 
To*both, an everlasting debt of gratitude is owing by 
their" country for doctrines enunciait^, for priiftiples 
upheld, for work done. Both died before accomplish- 
ing a tithe of what they had contemplated and laboured 
to perform. But they did not depart before their 
renown was assured. WTiatever they had in common 
that was excellent in principle and patriotic in aim 
has had ample justification and fruition in the most 
beneficial legislation of the age in which we live. 
Side l|y side in the hallowed peace of the grave, th^ 
repose aftei? protracted, keen, and unselfish rivalry in 
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tibe stsrvice of their countiy. ^ey vte great iwiii 
brethten in fame. * * 

An the Minister 'who long held Bi^ olllce and 
' ^joyed the favour of his Sovereign, Pitt has had an 
incalculable advantage over Fox. The lofty station 
and the imposing performances of the former impress 
the m'ost supeiftcial ob^vei. The leader of the 
Opposition did less which inflames the imagination ind 
lives in the memory. Enough, however, survives to make 
us regret that^he was hindered from doing more ; 
what is known of him personally enhances the admi- 
ration he commands as a ^te^sman. In geniality of 
disposition, warmth of heart, largeness of sympathy, 
fteedoin from prepossessions and exclusiveness, he is un- 
surpassed among pa^y leaders. Lord Erskine, writing 
with the experience and knowledge of a long and 
close intimacy, says, “ He possessed, of all men I ever 
knew, the most gentle and yetrthc most ardent spirit 
— a rare and<- happy combination ; he had nourished in 
his mind aU the maifly and generous s^timents, which 
are the true supports of the social world; he was 
tremblingly alive to every 'bind of ‘’private '^ong or 
suffering, and from the habitual and fervent contempla- 
tion of the just principles of government, he had the 
most bitter and unextinguishable contempt for the low 
arts of political intrigue, and an indignant abhorrence 
of every species of tyranny, oppression, and injustice.”* 
He was in fact, as well as in phrase, the " Man of the 
People.” By the people, he meant the whole body 
of his countrymen, without distinction of class or 
creed or rank. He knew that his countrymen could 
bh trusted to preserve the Constitution of which^the 

• Introduction to Fox’s Speeches, vol. i., p"'xm. 
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«8Benoe is libeity, to lionoar its traditions by adapting 

it to >t^e vaiying needs of society, to glory in its anti- 
quity ’sdnle perpetually engaged in renewing its youth. 
Before him the Whig party was an aristocratic caste \ 
he made it the ’party of .reform and proems ; after 
him it carried a few sweeping measures and then, 
exhausted the effort or disinclined to continue the 
work, returned to its early original. He is the (mly 
great Whig leader who has been implicitly trusted and 
unhesitatingly followed alike by the greatest and proud- 
est peer and the poorest and huml^est elector, who 
has proved himself quailed for acting as a daysman 
between the noble and the commoner. A mere Whig 
of the present day is as true a Tory as Lord Itiverpool. 
A thorough-going Liberal of the present day is a Whig 
of the typo of Fox. • 

Fe^ Englishmen hawe established a better claim 
than he to world-wide homage and respect. No other 
^feiglish statesman o!f a bygone generation has earned 
a more indispqjable title to the* affectionate regard of 
the citizens of the JJnited States. In Russia, a 
country where jealousy *of England is as Jceen and 
geher^ as in America, and where indisposition to do 
justice to our public men is as m^aiked, it wohld be 
strange if an exception were not made in favour of 
Fox, seeing that his sympathy and assistance contri- 
buted to fur (her Russian prosperity, and that he deemed 
it advantageous to civilization that Russian progress 
should lessen Turkish power. Nor ought the country- 
men of Frederick the Great fail to honour him 
who made it a condition of his foreign policy, during 
the lifetime of that •famous king, to fosten a gobd 
understanding between the Courts of Berlin and 
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St. James’s. M. Charles de S^musat, and others 
equally well entitled to speak with authority, have 
proclaimed that the name of Fox is very dear to 
France. Still, none of the testimonies in his favour, 
which might be gleaned from the records of civilized 
coimtries during the past hundred years, is either more 
impressive or more honourable to him tkan the mute 
witness borne to the humanity and beneficence of his 
policy by those who never heard his name ; by negroes 
who are the free offspring of African bondsmen, and 
by meek Hindoos enjoying the blessing of mild and 
equitable rule. Should the^ n&tions pf the world ever 
exhibit a preference for peace over war, not on paper 
only, bfit in their actual practice, and resolve, in per- 
fect good faith, to e^aust every amicable method for 
settling their disputes before resdJrting to the arbitra- 
ment of the largest battalions or the heaviest broad- 
sides, the result will be the (Consummation of Fox’s, 
international •policy as correctly summarized arfd set 
forth by Dr. Paix : “ Like a wise man of whom we 
read, he, in times of apparent tranquillity, would not 
have been wholly unprepared for war.® But h4 woujjd 
have made peace, and tried to keep it, in the spirit 
of pe£M3e.” , • 

Although his abhorrence of wrong and his sym- 
pathy with human suffering were co-extensive with the 
habitable globe, yet his affections centred in his native 
land ; his patriotism was as genuine as his philan- 
thropy. He was quite as eager and active in pro- 
moting peace and goodwill at home as in maintaining 
kindly relations abroad. For no section of his. fellow- 
c()untrymen did he entertain the prejudices only too 
common in his day ; he never asked whether one of 
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them liad been bom south or north of a river, in 
one or other of two islanda As a natural eon- 
sequence, the natives of each of the three kingdoms, • 
who acknowledged him as their leader, manifested 
for him an attachment of equal earnestness and 
strength. When his friends in England were for 
the moment powerless to aid him, he obtained in Scot- 
land the assistance he required. Unjustly excluded 
from Parliament as member for Westminster, he took 
his seat in the House of Commons as the representa- 
tive of a Scottish constituency. As a Scotch member, 
he delivered hja speeoli on the Westminster scrutiny, 
the most finished of all his speeches — the speech which 
Brougham counselled Macaulay to study and get by 
heart in order to acquire th§ art of parliamentary 
oratory. The adherents of Fox in Scotland founded 
the 'Ediviburgh Review. His political principles took 
rbot there in a congenial soil ; how they have fractified, 
and how ric;Ji has been the harvest, let the political 
action of Scottish constituencies testify. 

Reverence /or any English statesman is a rare pro- 
jJuct of Irish growth. Yet the man whom Qrattan pro- 
nounced the best friend of his country ought to be 
respected by every Irishman. Whpn a M inistcrlm 1782, 
Fox laboured with success to remove what was then 
the worst grievance of Ireland. He never let an oppor- 
tunity slip for advocating justice to the Irish. Pleading 
their cause in 1796, he made this avowal in the House 
of tiommons : — ■“ Sir, I love the Irish nation. I know 
a good deal of that people. I know much of Ireland 
from . having seen it ; I know much from private 
frieivdship with individuals. The Irish may have fheir 
faults, like others. They may have a quick feeling of 
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injury, and not be very patient under it ; but I do 
affirm, tbat, of all their characteristics, there is not one 
c feature more predominant in every class of the 
country, from the highest to the lowest order, than 
gratitude for benefactions, and sensibility to kind- 
ness.” • Unless Fox erred grievously when he uttered 
the foregoing words, or unless the Irish make an 
exception in his case, such as they have never ytJt 
made in that of any one who had aided, admired, and 
appreciated them, his memory ought to be fondly 
cherished in Ireland. 

The greatness of Fox as thq* leader of the Whig 
party is undisputed. Many who do not belong to 
that party think Sheridan spoke without any exagge- 
ration when he said in the House of Commons that 

t 

he was * 

V Like a great sea-mark, standing eveiy flaw 
And saving those that eye ^t.’J 

Nevertheless, some now suppose "his policy to- be 
effete, and his opiniobs antiquated ; Iqpk upon his 
views as altogether out qf harmony 'with modern re- 
quirements,.; deny to his teaching aHything Which 
merits serious thought and practical adoption. It 
is hastily assumed that, because the Whigs of eur 
day revere him as their great prototy^je, they must 
necessarily be faithful representatives of his policy 
and exponents of his doctrines. The modern Whigs, 
properly so called, are a handful of well-meaning, high- 
minded, wealthy, and, in private life, estimable men. 
Their existing political creed enjoins the worship of 
their political ancestors as their first, if not only, duty. 
Liberal in 'profession, in their hearts they detest changer. 

• Speecheu, vol. vi., p. 44S. 
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If they must advaaee, they do so lyith as great re- 
luctance, and \irith as many longing glances to the 
rear, as Mr. Ready-to-halt. They are ashamed to take • 
their places an the Toiy ranks, and they hesitate to cast 
in their lot with the Liberals. They cherish the vain 
hope of one day regaining all their former power on 
the formation-of a third party composed of Liberals 
whose hearts have failed them, and of Tories whose 
education has been so far complete, as to render them 
dissatisfied with their associates, without being thorough 
enough to fit them for uniting witli their opponents. 
That they should hoifWtif Fox as a statesman is per- 
fectly proper, but for them to claim an exclusive 
heritage in his renown is absurd. Their priiJciples are 
erystallized truisms, pleasing tp behold, but worthless 
for all practical purposes ; the principles of Fox 'ean 
never become obsolete or inapplicable, or cease to be 
living and efiicientj so long as the British Constitu- 
tioA continues to grow and alter with the revolving 
years and the changing times. * 

Not the small and excljisive section of modem 
jWhigs, who se^nt to think now, as Sir Thoqaas Browne 
thought two centuries ago, that “ it is too late to be 
ar*bitious,”^and that “ the great nju*" ons of the world 
are ^ acted,” who are satisfied that everj’ necessary 
reform has already been^ accomplished through their 
instmmentality and that nothing really beneficial re- 
mains to be performed, but members of the great 
party of progress have the best title to rank Fox 
among their noblest and worthiest chiefs. Although 
they, may not trumpet forth his name, or blazon it 
upon their banner, yet they work in his spirit, *and 
advanc^his principles. Their ideal is universal brother- 
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hood and perpetual peace. Their programme is as inex- 
haustible as human wants ; they desire to render their 
country less an object of fear than of rivaJiy ; a great 
example to mankind, rather than* a haughty and domi- 
neering Power in the world. For the blessings they 
enjoy they are thankful, but they cannot rest while there 
is a wrong to be redressed or a benefit to be wrought. 
Many triumphs they have achieved; others, anS 
far greater ones, are yet in store. Every victory 
of justice over paejudice, in which reason has acquired 
the ascendancy and through which the happiness of 
the people has been increased, bears ^esh testimony 
to the wisdom of the counsels, to the genuineness of 
the patriotism, to the exceUence of the statesmanship 
displayed by Charles James Fox as leader of the 
Opposition under George the Third. • , 


THE END. 
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